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POLITICS 

What’s Behind Bernie’s Socialism? 

by Charles Scaliger — Presidential candidate Bernie Sanders is an 
avowed “Democratic Socialist,” a term he endows with all positive 
meanings. But functionally, it’s similar to communism. 


POLITICS 

Clinton’s E-mail Evasions 

by C. Mitchell Shaw — Under U.S. law, Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton had to keep communications secure. But she didn’t. And she 
has been caught numerous times lying about her actions. 


CANDIDATES 

Where They Stand 

by Christian Gomez 

A look at three Democratic presidential candidates based on 10 key 
issues. 


Hillary Clinton 2.0.0.0... eee eee 22 
Martin O’Malley 0.1.0.0... 0... eee 24 
Bernie Sanders............. 00. c cece eee eens 26 
BOOK REVIEW 


Controlling Culture’s Currents 

by Fr. James Thornton — The book Understanding the Times 
explains in some depth for readers the various directions their 
loyalties, morality, and values are being maneuvered. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Partnering With Putin 

by Fr. James Thornton — Vladimir Putin wants the United States and 
Russia to work together to defeat ISIS, as they did to defeat the Nazis. 
But intervening in foreign affairs usually ends up bad for America. 


THE LAST WORD 

Paris Terror: Who Is Responsible? 

by Alex Newman 
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Understanding 


Hopelessness 


While reading The Life of John Birch by 
Robert Welch, I realized that as encourag- 
ing as the TNA article “Standing Against 
Defeat” in the August 24 issue was, it 
missed dealing with what causes defeat- 
ism. Robert Welch wrote that John Birch 
stood against the communists because they 
took food from their citizens by force, and 
in the United States you have a chance to 
make a better life. Well, the problem is that 
though governments in the United States 
don’t use force to steal food, they do use 
oppressive taxes. Also, today getting a col- 
lege degree leads to starving in order to 
pay off school debts, or you can default, 
ruining your credit. 

Having federal policy send jobs over- 
seas takes a toll on the health of an Ameri- 
can physically, spiritually, and mentally 
after years of not being able to find an- 
other good-paying job. Defeatism comes 
from worrying about being homeless, 
owing to oppressive taxes. Defeatism 
also comes from wishing you could buy 
a slice of pizza while people on welfare 
buy whatever frozen pizza is on sale, week 
after week. Or not having a $1.89 to buy 
Little Bites while someone on welfare 
spends $46.99 on cupcakes, along with 
$25 on a birthday cake. Hope is lost when 
you walk down condom- and drug needle- 
infested streets knowing that it’s quite pos- 
sible your tax dollars paid for them. 

We really need to address the root cause 
of defeatism. Thankfully articles such as 
“Standing Against Defeat” keep defeat- 
ism from turning into depression. It also 
allows those that feel defeated to have a 
little hope to keep going. 

JASON HENCORE 
Sent via online 


Calling Out Progressives 


One debating tactic that should be used 
against progressives is calling their bluff. 
For example, according to progressives, 
global climate change is man-made, the 
global climate has just a few years left be- 
fore complete disaster destroys the world, 
America is the evil perpetrator of global 
warming, and therefore, America must 
immediately and radically reduce its car- 
bon emissions footprint. Call their bluff. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


If these things are true, then America 
must immediately close its borders and 
refuse entry to any and all legal and il- 
legal immigration — the more people 
living in the U.S.A. means the greater 
America’s evil carbon footprint. The 
same goes for the water supply in the 
southwest. More immigration directly 
results in the rapid evisceration of what 
little water supply is left. Ergo, close the 
borders immediately. 

RANDY FRITZ 
Anthony, Florida 


Citizen Police 


As TNA writers William F. Jasper and 
Alex Newman pointed out, we citizens 
are supposed to be responsible for law 
enforcement. I suggest that creating a 
separate caste of police officers was a 
mistake, and has led to an us-versus-them 
mentality in many police officers and cit- 
izens. I would suggest at least a blurring 
of the lines. 

The bulk of police should be reservists, 
people with private-sector jobs who could 
work nights and weekends (when there is 
generally more crime), or teachers or col- 
lege students who could work during the 
summer. 

There should also be citizens carry- 
ing openly and others carrying concealed 
weapons. 

Perhaps a small cadre of citizens — 
carefully selected and trained — might be 
full-time policemen, and chiefs of police 
might be selected from their ranks. As part 
of their job requirements, each of them 
(even the chief) would be required to walk 
a beat for at least one duty day per week, 
to bring them in contact with citizens, and 
they would also be required to be active in 
a church, synagogue, or club where they 
would interact with more citizens. 

This system would be less costly and 
more flexible than our current one and 
would largely erase the line between law 
enforcement and the rest of us. 

WILLIAM B. STOECKER 
Sent via e-mail 
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The Obama administration is showering U.S. military support on 
Kurdish forces across Syria and Iraq, including backing militant 
communist factions officially designated as terrorist organiza- 
tions. All of this is taking place under the guise of battling the Is- 
lamic State, but it is a serious crime under U.S. law to provide aid 
to organizations designated by the U.S. government as terrorists. 

The latest development in the administration’s ongoing sup- 
port for Kurdish forces involves a recent military operation in 
the city of Sinjar, Iraq, that drove out ISIS militants. On Novem- 
ber 13, the New York Times reported that the terrorist Kurdistan 
Workers’ Party (PKK) was “deeply involved in the battle for Sin- 
jar this week,” fighting with U.S. material support. Apparently 
the Kurds have even hired D.C. lobbyists to demand more money 
and weapons. 

American Special Forces and U.S. air power reportedly played 
a decisive role in the battle. Also crucial to the Kurdish victory 
was the PKK, a brutal communist terror group that has been of- 
ficially designated as a terrorist organization by the U.S. State 
Department since 1997. The European Union and the North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization (NATO) also consider PKK a terrorist 
group. In Syria, the Obama administration has also openly allied 
itself with the communist PKK terror group’s local affiliates, 
the Partiya Yekitiya Demokrat (PYD) and its military wing, the 
Yekineyén Parastina Gel (YPG). 


All of the support means, in short, that the Obama administra- 
tion has once again openly and unlawfully provided material sup- 
port to a designated terrorist organization. Similar activities by 
an everyday U.S. citizen would see that citizen promptly thrown 
into prison. 

Congress must take immediate action to rein in the Obama ad- 
ministration’s deadly support for communist and Islamist terrorist 
groups, as well as its flagrant violation of anti-terrorism laws. If the 
American people’s elected representatives truly believe the United 
States should be involved in Syria’s civil war, they should follow 
the Constitution they all swore to uphold and vote to declare war. 
If not, it is time for Washington, D.C., to mind its own business. 


Obama Lines Up Crony Capitalist Support for Climate Pact 


As the White House press office proudly proclaimed on October 
19, “Today, the White House will announce new commitments 
from companies from across the American economy who are 
joining the American Business Act on Climate Pledge.” 

“With this announcement,” the press release further noted, “81 
companies will have signed the American Business Act on Cli- 
mate Pledge to demonstrate their support for action on climate 
change and the conclusion of a climate change agreement in Paris 
that takes a strong step forward toward a low-carbon, sustainable 
future. These 81 companies have operations in all 50 states, em- 
ploy over 9 million people, represent more than $3 trillion in 
annual revenue, and have a combined market capitalization of 
over $5 trillion.” 


AP Images 


By signing the pledge, says the White House, these companies 
are, among other things, “voicing support for a strong outcome in 
the Paris climate negotiations,” and “demonstrating an ongoing 
commitment to climate action.” 

Among the signers of the pledge are the chief executives of 
10 of the largest oil and natural gas companies: BP, Shell, Saudi 
Aramco, Total, Repsol, Statoil, Eni, Petréleos Mexicanos, Re- 
liance Industries, and BG Group. Other companies that signed 
the pledge include Goldman Sachs, Bank of America, Berkshire 
Hathaway Energy, Cargill, Coca-Cola, General Motors, General 
Electric, Microsoft, PepsiCo, Google, Facebook, and dozens 
more of the biggest corporate names on the planet. 

Although some may have signed on owing to pressure from 
media, politicians, and militant nongovernmental organizations 
(NGOs), most are probably salivating at the opportunities for 
cashing in on subsidies and carbon credits from various proposed 
CO), cap-and-trade scams. 

The same can be said for most of the other big-name “capital- 
ists’ whom Obama showcased in the much-publicized Business 
Pledge; collectively they have taken trillions from the American 
taxpayers and consumers in bailouts, subsidized loans, grants, 
and government contracts. They are the antithesis of genuine 
entrepreneurs — the mom-and-pop businesses, medium-sized 
businesses, and honest corporations that employ millions of 
Americans and attempt to make a profit by providing goods and 
services in the competitive marketplace. 
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Oresund Bridge 


The Swedish government announced on November 11 that it 
would reintroduce border controls to stem the uncontrolled flow 
of migrants entering the Scandinavian nation. 

About 10,000 refugees arrived in Sweden in early November, 
with 2,000 entering in one day. The refugees, mostly Syrians and 
Iraqis, fled violence and unrest in the Middle East and began en- 
tering Europe through Turkey and Greece, migrating northwest- 
ward hundreds of miles across Macedonia, Serbia, and Hungary. 
Most headed to Germany and other more prosperous western 
European countries, where they are seeking to settle permanently. 

From Germany, some refugees traveled through Denmark, 
where the only way to enter Sweden is over the strait known as 
the Oresund. Migrants and others can cross the strait either by 
ferry or across the five-mile-long Oresund Bridge from Copen- 
hagen to Malm6 in Sweden. In accordance with the Schengen 
Agreement and the Nordic Passport Union, there have usually 
been no passport inspections when crossing the border over the 


s.r ean Sere 
bridge. However, that will now change as Sweden begins to 
control those bridge and ferry crossings. 

Following the EU’s Schengen Agreement rules, Sweden will 
initially reintroduce the checking of documents at its border for 
just 10 days. Under the Schengen rules, the Swedish govern- 
ment may continue to impose border controls for up to two 
months, after which they must open the borders again. How- 
ever, the agreement does allow a country to reinstate controls 
temporarily if there is a serious threat to its “public policy or 
internal security.” The European Union must be alerted to any 
border closures beforehand, and member nations must agree 
to allow the EU to monitor how the changes are implemented. 

As we can see with Sweden’s situation, EU members are great- 
ly limited by the EU’s Schengen Agreement rules. An important 
lesson to remember, on either side of the Atlantic, is that the abil- 
ity to control its borders is one of the key elements of making a 
sovereign nation sovereign. 


White House Supports LGBT Anti-discrimination Bill 


White House Press Secretary Josh Earnest confirmed November 
10 that “the administration strongly supports the Equality Act,” 
a federal bill against anti-LGBT discrimination. 

Earnest stated that “the Equality Act would have an impact 
on a substantial number of government policies” and “the ad- 
ministration does look forward to working with Congress to 
try to advance this legislation consistent with the values that 
we have articulated about the importance of equal rights and 


making sure that people can’t be discriminated against because 
of who they love.” 

The day after the legislation was introduced in both houses of 
Congress on July 23, Andrew T. Walker, the director of Policy 
Studies for the Ethics and Religious Liberty Commission of the 
Southern Baptist Convention, cautioned: “Consider the cases of 
florists, photographers, and bakers who have had no problems 
serving gay customers for years, but have objected to providing 
their services for gay weddings. The Equality Act leaves these 
individuals defenseless by failing to accommodate their sincere 
religious beliefs and by failing to distinguish between the dignity 
of gay individuals and the particular conduct (such as wedding cer- 
emonies) in which some cannot in good conscience participate.” 

The Equality Act of 2015 would amend the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964 (which outlawed discrimination based on race, color, 
religion, sex, or national origin) to replace the word “sex” with 
“sex,” “gender identity,” and “sexual orientation.” 

There are essentially two different issues at stake with this 
year’s Equality Act of 2015 under consideration. The first is the 
potential threat to religious liberty, as mentioned by Andrew 
Walker. The other is the historic assault on states’ rights by a 
federal government that strives to go beyond its constitutional 
bounds to regulate every aspect of life in the United States. Hi 


New House Speaker Describes What He Inherited 

“The House is broken. We are not solving problems; we are adding 
to them. Neither the members nor the people are satisfied with how 
things are going.” 

Representative Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) sounded a strong message when 
he was sworn in as the speaker of the House, but constitutionalists 
will likely be disappointed. His cumulative score in this magazine’s 
Freedom Index, which rates every member of Congress based on the 
U.S. Constitution, is an unimpressive 58 percent. 


Taliban Leader Condones Stoning a Woman to Death 

“If you’re married and you commit adultery, you have to be stoned. 
The only question was whether this was done according to Shariah 
law with witnesses or confessions as required.” 


A 19-year-old woman named Rukhshana fled from a marriage she had been forced into, and then ran 
away with another man. She was apprehended, put into a pit, and stoned to death, a punishment ap- 
proved by Maulavi Inayatullah Baleegh, a mullah at Kabul’s largest mosque. 


Josh 
Earnest 
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Protests Over Flying a Confederate Flag Continue 

“My flag’s been flying for 33 years, and I’m not about to take it 
down. It doesn’t stand for hate. It means a lot of people fought 
and died.” 

A homeowner in Louisville, Mississippi, Nancy Jenkins will re- 
sist any call to cease flying the flag at her residence. 


U.S. Sends 50 Troops to Syria 

to Help in the Fight Against ISIS 

“There’s no denying the serious risk they will be facing. But they 
are not in a combat mission.” 

White House spokesman Josh Earnest insisted that the 50 men 
will supply only advice and support while not being involved in 
any combat. After President Obama’s repeated insistence that 
there will be no American “boots on the ground” in Syria, one 


wonders if these 50 will be equipped with sneakers or sandals! 


He’s a Fan of Nuclear Power 


“Nuclear power plants are the only serious alternative to carbon-fired electricity, but nuclear power is 
anathema to most of the same people who want big reductions in carbon-dioxide emissions.” 

Barron’s editorial page editor Thomas Donlan adds that even if climate change is a problem, we 
shouldn’t throw away economics textbooks and the U.S. Constitution. 


European Union Sides With Edward Snowden, U.S. Disagrees 
“Mr. Snowden is accused of leaking classified information and 
faces felony charges here in the United States. As such, he should 
be returned to the U.S. as soon as possible, where he will be ac- 
corded full due process.” 

The European Parliament narrowly adopted a resolution terming 
Snowden a heroic whistleblower. National Security Council spokes- 
man Ned Price does not concur. 


Jeb Apologizes to the French 
“I made the mistake of saying that Congress operates on a French 
workweek. I really did a disservice to the French.” 
During a GOP debate, Jeb Bush criticized Marco Rubio for miss- 
ing Senate votes. His criticism likened Rubio’s absence to a French 
workweek. @ 
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QUICKQUOTES 


What’s 
Behind 
Bernie’s 


Socialism 2 


Presidential candidate Bernie Sanders is an avowed “Democratic Socialist,” a term he 
endows with all positive meanings. But functionally, it’s similar to communism. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ta town hall meeting in New Hamp- 
As on October 30, senator and 

presidential candidate Bernie San- 
ders attempted to clarify in what sense he is a 
“socialist.” One voter in attendance, echoing 
the beliefs of many Americans, remarked, “I 
come from a generation where that’s a pretty 
radical term — we think of socialism (with) 
communism. Can you explain to us exactly 
what that is?” Sanders responded, in part: “If 
we go to some countries, what they will 
have is health care for all as a right. I be- 


10 


lieve in that. They will have paid family 
and medical leave. I believe in that. They 
will have a much stronger childcare sys- 
tem than we have, which is affordable for 
working families. I believe in that.” 
Sanders went on to clarify that he re- 
gards himself as a democratic socialist: 
“What I mean by Democratic socialism 
is looking at countries in Scandinavia that 
have much lower rates of child poverty, 
that have a fairer tax system that guaran- 
tees basic necessities of life to working 
people. Essentially what I mean by that 
is creating a government that works for 


working families, rather than the kind 
of government we have today which is 
largely owned and controlled by wealthy 
individuals and large corporations.” 

Sanders, the only self-acknowledged 
socialist ever to be elected to the U.S. Sen- 
ate, is careful to distinguish “democratic 
socialism,” which supposedly distinguish- 
es a democratic political system alongside 
a socialist economic system, from more 
authoritarian and even totalitarian forms 
of socialism such as Marxism, Stalinism, 
Maoism, and communism generally. 

In making such a distinction, Sanders is 
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hardly alone. A number of influential so- 
cialists, such as Rosa Luxemburg, Eugene 
Debs, Erich Fromm, and Howard Zinn, 
view “democratic socialism” as “socialism 
from below,” demanded and implemented 
by the grassroots, and “authoritarian social- 
ism,” such as Stalinism, as “socialism from 
above.” The Scandinavian model of demo- 
cratic socialism mentioned by Sanders is 
a popular talking point among democratic 
socialists, inasmuch as countries such as 
Denmark and Sweden appear prosperous, 
happy, and free despite being socialist. 
While polls suggest that Bernie Sanders 
is unlikely to capture the Democratic nomi- 
nation for president, his newfound national 
prominence as a presidential candidate has 
spurred a renewed interest in socialism. 
Given America’s struggles with violent 
crime, chronic unemployment, healthcare 
affordability, and the quality and cost of 
education, what could possibly be wrong 
with the sort of socialism that the likes of 
Sanders and Scandinavia believe in? 


The Evolution of Socialism 

Modern socialism’s roots may be traced 
back at least as far as the French Revolu- 
tion, although earlier experiments in forced 
communitarianism, such as the radical Dig- 
ger and Leveler movements that sprang up 
during the English Civil War in the mid- 
17th century, have also cast long shadows. 

Socialism in its many subvarieties is but 
part of a larger political stream of thought 
that we might call “utopianism,” which pre- 
sumes to create a social order contrary to 
human nature. In addition to socialism, the 
utopian impulse has given rise to radical an- 
archism, as well as to experiments with co- 
ercive religious communalism, including the 
Jonestown commune of the Peoples’ Temple, 
led by Jim Jones (an atheist who deceived 
his followers with fabricated “healings” and 
supposed religious miracles). 

But of all the manifestations of utopian- 
ism, socialism in its many guises has proven 
the most enduring and — at least in our day 
— by far the most popular. It is often divided 
into revolutionary socialism — of the sort 
that convulsed the world in 1848, the Rus- 
sian Empire in 1917, China in the 1940s, 
Cambodia in the 1970s, and so on — and 
democratic socialism, which has found favor 
in the parliaments and Congresses of every 
Western country since at least the mid-20th 
century. Revolutionary socialism has ap- 
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The Scandinavian model of democratic socialism 
mentioned by Sanders is a popular talking point 
among democratic socialists, inasmuch as countries 
such as Denmark and Sweden appear prosperous, 
happy, and free despite being socialist. 


peared in several flavors, but may be roughly 
divided into national socialism (of which 
German Nazism is the best-known example), 
which appeals to nationalism and racial ex- 
ceptionalism to justify the implementation 
of state control over the private sector, and 
international socialism, which seeks to ex- 
port socialism worldwide and has as its goal 
a unitary global socialist order. Democratic 
socialism, meanwhile, has been known by 
many names (including, in the United States, 
“progressivism’), but may be characterized 
in general as an effort to institute an egali- 
tarian socialist order by “working within the 
system,” using a gradualist (or “Fabian’’), 
long-term strategy to persuade democrati- 
cally elected governments to legalize social- 
ist programs such as government-controlled 
healthcare and school systems. 

The difference between revolutionary 
socialism, especially Marxism and its ideo- 
logical offspring, and democratic socialism 
is primarily a matter of degree; commu- 
nism has been characterized as “socialism 
in a hurry” because of its insistence on the 
violent overthrow of “bourgeois” society and 
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government. In point of fact, the League of 
the Just, the underground group of European 
revolutionaries who became the first propo- 
nents of communism, considered themselves 
socialists. Friedrich Engels, the wealthy col- 
league and patron of Karl Marx who helped 
bankroll the early Communist Party in Eu- 
rope, explained in the preface to the 1888 
English edition of the Communist Manifesto 
the virtual equivalency of communism and 
socialism as they were then understood: 


The history of the Manifesto reflects 
the history of the modern working- 
class movement; at present, it is doubt- 
less the most wide spread, the most 
international production of all social- 
ist literature, the common platform 
acknowledged by millions of working 
men from Siberia to California. 

Yet, when it was written, we could 
not have called it a socialist mani- 
festo. By Socialists, in 1847, were 
understood, on the one hand the ad- 
herents of the various Utopian sys- 
tems: Owenites in England, Fourier- 


GoodJobsNation.org 


The fruits of Fabianism: Federal employees in Washington demonstrate on behalf of a higher minimum 
wage. These government workers probably have no idea that the pedigree of the government- 
mandated “minimum wage” can be traced back to socialist utopians of 200 years ago. 
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Nearer to the heart’s desire: The coat of arms featuring a wolf in —-—- or was the 
original symbol of the Fabian Society, which sought to bring about socialism by a stealthy, 
gradualist approach. 


Engels’ 
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ists in France, both of them already 
reduced to the position of mere sects, 
and gradually dying out; on the other 
hand, the most multifarious social 
quacks who, by all manner of tinker- 
ing, professed to redress, without any 
danger to capital and profit, all sorts of 
social grievances, in both cases men 
outside the working-class movement, 
and looking rather to the “educated” 
classes for support. Whatever portion 
of the working class had become con- 
vinced of the insufficiency of mere 
political revolutions, and had pro- 
claimed the necessity of total social 
change, called itself Communist... 
Thus, in 1847, socialism was a mid- 
dle-class movement, communism a 
working-class movement. Socialism 
was, on the Continent at least, “re- 
spectable”; communism was the very 
opposite. And as our notion, from the 
very beginning, was that “the eman- 
cipation of the workers must be the 
act of the working class itself,” there 
could be no doubt as to which of the 
two names we must take. 


distinction between “working 


class” communists and “middle class” so- 
cialists is misleading. The theoreticians, 
leaders, and financiers of both move- 
ments were typically middle-class intel- 
lectuals (such as Marx) and upper-class 
money men (such as Engels). In particular, 
Robert Owen, the Welsh social reformer 
whose Owenite movement in England and 
America is credited with coining the term 
“socialism,” was a middle-class merchant 
and mill manager, as well as a successful 
entrepreneur who eventually became a 
prominent member of the elite Manchester 
Literary and Philosophical Society. Owen 
set up utopian communes in Britain and 
America, where he advocated causes such 
as the eight-hour workday. His experimen- 
tal communities were regarded with narrow 
suspicion by most early Americans because 
of their repudiation of free enterprise and 
the private ownership of property. 

Owens’ first American community, New 
Harmony in Indiana, lasted only two years 
before collapsing. One disaffected mem- 
ber of New Harmony recognized that the 
community failed because of its repudia- 
tion of personal property rights and liberty, 
admitting: “We had a world in miniature 
— we had enacted the French revolution 


over again with despairing hearts instead 
of corpses as a result.... It appeared that it 
was nature’s own inherent law of diver- 
sity that had conquered us ... our “united 
interests” were directly at war with the in- 
dividualities of persons and circumstances 
and the instinct of self-preservation.” 

Late in life Owen, who had renounced 
Christianity as a young man, became in- 
tensely interested in spiritualism, in which 
he immersed himself for the last four 
years of his life. 

The followers of Charles Fourier, an- 
other early utopian socialist, set up co- 
operative communities (which he called 
“phalanxes”) in Europe and America; 
“Fourierism” found expression in loca- 
tions as far-flung as Ohio, Texas, New 
Jersey, and Massachusetts, and counted 
among its adherents prominent American 
author Nathaniel Hawthorne. Fourier- 
ism sought to eradicate poverty by rais- 
ing wages and establishing a minimum 
standard of income for all members of the 
community. Fourier was also intensely in- 
terested in human sexuality, and encour- 
aged complete sexual freedom in his pha- 
lanxes. He also was an early proponent of 
homosexuality and homosexual rights. His 
program called for nothing less than total 
sexual emancipation and for universal 
education. Fourier, who died in 1837, was 
also one of the earliest political reformers 
to call for a “new world order” of universal 
harmony and international cooperation. 

These men and others were the first of 
the utopian, non-revolutionary socialists, 
to whom modern democratic socialism 
owes much of its ideological pedigree. 
The interest in such conceits as state- 
mandated minimum wages and eight-hour 
workdays is as characteristic of socialism 
today as it was two centuries ago — but 
today, such policies have been almost uni- 
versally embraced and are seldom even 
acknowledged as socialist innovations. 
Meanwhile the repudiation of Christianity 
and of Judaeo-Christian morality evident 
in both Fourierism and Owenism is still 
very much a feature of the modern Left 
— the ideological heirs of Owen, Fourier, 
and their ilk. 

The other early strain of socialism, the 
communism of Marx and Engels, had its 
organizational roots in the European revo- 
lutionary underground that grew out of 
the French Revolution and its aftermath. 
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Philippe Buonarroti, for example, was 
one of Marx’s most important influences. 
A member of the Babeuf conspiracy in 
late revolutionary France, Buonarroti was 
a professional agitator and subversive who 
advocated a conspiratorial and revolution- 
ary path to radical socialism. His His- 
tory of Babeuf’s “Conspiracy of Equals,” 
based on his own experiences, was a rec- 
ipe for revolutionary egalitarianism that 
was a must-read for 19th-century socialist 
revolutionaries, including Karl Marx. 
Even a cursory reading of Marx’s most 
famous work, the Communist Manifesto, 
reveals Marx’s lust for revolutionary vio- 
lence, a passion clearly not shared with 
more genteel utopians such as Owen and 
Fourier. Yet in reality, how different was 
Marx’s communist program? Marx — 
like Owen and Fourier — was opposed to 
Christianity and traditional morality, and 
their eradication by force became one of 
the paramount goals of the communist 
program. Marx, like other socialists, be- 
lieved that capitalism and inequality of 
wealth were responsible for all of the ills 
afflicting humanity, and sought to elimi- 
nate them by eliminating private property. 
However, Marx and the communists dif- 
fered very clearly from other socialists of 
the day in ambition; where Owen, Fourier, 
and others were content to publish pam- 


Utopia: Socialist commu 


nes built by the followers of Charles Fourier, such as this 19th-century 


phlets and set up small utopian communi- 
ties wherever they could attract a sufficient 
following, the communists sought nothing 
less than the complete overthrow of the 
existing sociopolitical order, by violent 
means and everywhere in the world. 

In pursuing these goals, the commu- 
nists proved to be far more resourceful 
and better organized than other socialists; 
in the same year (1848) that the Commu- 
nist Manifesto was first published, nearly 
every nation in Europe was convulsed by 
revolution in what turned out to be the 
opening spasm of communist revolution- 
ary activity that captured the world’s two 
largest countries (Russia and China) in 
the 20th century, not to mention countless 
smaller states all across the globe. 


The Communist/Socialist Program 

The Communist Manifesto articulates a 
clear, simple program for the advancement 
of communism, a program that must be 
held to be the first comprehensive enun- 
ciation of the socialist program as well, 
except on a different timetable. Most of 
the elements of Marx’s famous “ten planks 
of Communism,” which appeared very 
radical when they were written, are almost 
universally accepted today. They are: 


1. Abolition of property in land and 


“es 


{ 


artist’s conception, failed because they experimented in a social order contrary to human nature, 
in which private property was abolished and traditional family values were replaced with complete 


sexual freedom. 
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application of all rents of land to pub- 
lic purposes. 

2. A heavy progressive or gradu- 
ated income tax. 

3. Abolition of all rights of inheri- 
tance. 

4. Confiscation of the property of 
all emigrants and rebels. 

5. Centralization of credit in the 
hands of the state, by means of a na- 
tional bank with State capital and an 
exclusive monopoly. 

6. Centralization of the means of 
communication and transport in the 
hands of the State. 

7. Extension of factories and in- 
struments of production owned by the 
State; the bringing into cultivation of 
waste-lands, and the improvement of 
the soil generally in accordance with 
a common plan. 

8. Equal liability of all to work. 
Establishment of industrial armies, 
especially for agriculture. 

9. Combination of agriculture with 
manufacturing industries; gradual ab- 
olition of all the distinction between 
town and country by a more equable 
distribution of the populace over the 
country. 

10. Free education for all children 
in public schools. Abolition of chil- 
dren’s factory labor in its present 
form. Combination of education with 
industrial production, &c, &c. 


Of these, numbers two (heavy progressive 
income tax), five (a monopolistic central 
bank), six (state control of communica- 
tion/media and transportation), and 10 
(“free” public schools and abolition of 
child labor) have been nearly or entirely 
accomplished in the United States and 
most other Western countries. Most of 
the others are well on their way to frui- 
tion in the United States. Number one, for 
example (the abolition of private prop- 
erty) has not yet been fully realized, but 
private property rights have been diluted 
to the point of being nearly meaning- 
less, thanks to the proliferation of heavy 
property taxes, environmental and zoning 
regulations, and countless other govern- 
ment controls limiting the ways in which 
“private” land may be used. 

Number four (the confiscation of the 
property of emigrants and rebels) has only 
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It is taught and learned unquestioningly in public 
schools, universities, and law schools, usually under 


the banner of “liberalism” or 
socialism all the same. 


recently gained momentum, with asset 
forfeiture laws allowing the state to strip 
property from people accused of criminal 
activities, leading to flagrant, systemic theft 
of private assets by local, state, and federal 
governments alike. Meanwhile, as more 
and more Americans living overseas are 
forced to pay ever-heavier taxes to Wash- 
ington (no other country besides Eritrea 
seeks to tax its citizens living and working 
abroad), increasing numbers of them are 
seeking to renounce their American citizen- 
ship. The federal government has respond- 
ed by branding them disloyal and levying 
enormous new excises that, for wealthy 
individuals, may amount to confiscation of 
a significant portion of their assets. 

Thus the “Communist” program of Karl 
Marx is being brought to fruition in the 
United States and the rest of the Western 
world, but largely without revolution, 
bloodshed, and purges — at least not yet. 
While the communist movement in Eu- 
rope sparked a number of violent upris- 
ings during the 19th century. It made little 
progress on the other side of the Atlantic 
— at least not openly. 

But in America, the decades after the 
Civil War saw the birth of a new political 
movement every bit as foreign to American 
traditions and hostile to personal liberty as 
revolutionary communism, but with a gen- 
tler countenance: “progressivism.” Birthed 
as a movement for broad social reform in 
Europe and the United States, by the end of 
the 19th century, the “progressive” agenda 
had won many adherents in Washington, 
including Theodore Roosevelt and Indiana 
Senator Albert Beveridge. Senator Bev- 
eridge’s legislative activities in the first 
years of the 20th century embodied the 
progressive program; among other things, 
Beveridge sponsored a bill for federal 
meat inspection, fought for the passage 
of anti-child labor legislation, and sup- 
ported the federal control of railroads, the 
institution of an eight-hour work day, and 
the regulation of “trusts” (Big Business). 
Senator Beveridge, like most progressives, 
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“progressivism” — but it is 


was also a strong supporter of American 
interventionism, of which the Spanish- 
American War was viewed as a noble 
example of enlightened empire-building. 
Self-styled progressives such as Woodrow 
Wilson popularized the notion that Ameri- 
ca’s proper role was to make the world safe 
for democracy. Progressivism also figured 
prominently in the push to create a univer- 
sal public education system championed by 
progressive John Dewey, in the fledgling 
conservationist/environmental movement 
fostered by Theodore Roosevelt, and in the 
drive for the federal government to have 
direct regulatory authority over the busi- 
ness sector. All of this, and much more, was 
defended in the name of using the power 
of the state to achieve positive good, to 
engineer improvements in society that the 
private sector, left to its own devices, would 
supposedly neglect. 

Yet for all their benign rhetoric, the pro- 
gressives were bitter foes of the ideals of 
America’s Founding Fathers and of the lim- 
ited constitutional government they creat- 
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End product: The long-term result of socialism — communist tyranny plann 


ed. Wrote historian William Leuchtenberg: 
“The Progressives believed in the Hamil- 
tonian concept of positive government, of 
a national government directing the des- 
tinies of the nation at home and abroad. 
They had little but contempt for the strict 
construction of the Constitution by conser- 
vative judges, who would restrict the power 
of the national government to act against 
social evils and to extend the blessings of 
democracy to less favored lands. The real 
enemy was particularism, state rights, lim- 
ited government, which would mean the 
reign of plutocracy at home and a narrow, 
isolationist concept of destiny abroad.” 

Over the last century, progressivism 
has carried the day in the United States, 
with activist government coming to 
dominate virtually every aspect of what 
was once the private sector. It is taught 
and learned unquestioningly in public 
schools, universities, and law schools, 
usually under the banner of “liberalism” 
or “progressivism” — but it is socialism 
all the same, listing as its achievements 
many of the ideals of the Owenites, Fou- 
rierists, and communists. 

In the meantime, more overt socialism 
continued to evolve, with the organiza- 
tional starting point of modern democratic 
socialism probably being the founding, in 
London, of the Fabian Society in 1884. 
Unlike the communist revolutionaries, 
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ed by Karl Marx and 


Friedrich Engels — was on full display through much of the 20th century in the Soviet Union and 
its satellite states, as well as in the People’s Republic of China. 
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Agitation: Eugene Debs, leader of the Socialist Party in the United States in the early 20th 
century, speaks to members of a worker's union. The charismatic Debs, like Bernie Sanders 


today, was the face of American socialism. 


the Fabians were dedicated to the promo- 
tion of socialism by gradualist means that 
mimicked the patient, piecemeal military 
strategy of Roman general Fabius Maxi- 
mus. Fabius wore down the invader Hanni- 
bal and his formidable army by waging a 
years-long war of harassment and attrition 
that eventually led to the Carthaginian 
conqueror’s withdrawal from Italy. Aptly, 
the Fabians adopted as their first coat of 
arms a wolf in sheep’s clothing, and their 
symbol the patient tortoise. 

From its inception, Fabianism attracted 
many prominent supporters, including 
George Bernard Shaw, H.G. Wells, and 
Annie Besant. They advocated a mini- 
mum wage and a national, government-run 
healthcare system, among many other fa- 
miliar projects. They proved ambitious or- 
ganizers. In 1895, they founded the London 
School of Economics, which remains one 
of the world’s most influential centers of 
economic thought and policymaking, and 
in 1900, the Labor Party, which became the 
dominant political party in Britain during 
much of the 20th century, ushering in leg- 
islatively much of the socialist program in 
Britain. In other parts of the Anglophone 
world, “liberal” political parties like the 
Democrats in the United States and the Lib- 
eral Party of Canada rushed to align their 
priorities with those of Britain’s Fabian- 
inspired and -controlled Labor Party. 

Meanwhile, socialism in America was 
organized into an overt political force with 
the establishment of the Socialist Party of 
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America in 1901, a merger of the Social 
Democratic Party of America and the So- 
cialist Labor Party. Drawing much of its 
early support from labor unions, the Social- 
ist Party soon had its own champion, the 
indefatigable Eugene Debs, who dedicated 
his life to the transformation of American 
society along socialist lines. Whereas the 
progressive movement was a way to enact 
the socialist agenda without calling it by 
name, the Socialist Party and its flamboy- 
ant leader provided pressure from the radi- 
cal Left, propagandizing the masses with- 
out successfully electing anyone to actual 
positions of government power. 

Debs, a five-time Socialist Party can- 
didate for president, got his start on the 
radical fringes of the Democratic Party in 
the late 1800s, organizing labor strikes. He 
was eventually jailed for his agitation, and 
embraced the socialist program while in 
jail. Because of his exceptional oratorical 
skills and personal charisma, Debs rose 
rapidly to prominence in the American 
socialist movement. 

As we have seen, the establishment Left, 
then as now, self-identified as “progressive” 
rather than “socialist,” but only because 
“socialism” was such an unpopular term. In 
point of fact, the American progressives, in 
both style and substance, were almost indis- 
tinguishable from the more honestly named 
Fabian Socialists of England, while the 
firebrand Debs and his followers resembled 
more the Old World revolutionary agitators 
than boardroom socialists. 
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It is worth noting that the Socialist Party 
of America was a coming together of both 
labor union-centered socialism (some- 
times called syndicalism) and democratic 
socialism. And the latter group, beloved of 
presidential candidate and Vermont sena- 
tor Bernie Sanders, is indistinguishable 
in its turn from American progressivism 
and British Fabian socialism. All of these 
groups attempt to institute socialism by 
popular consent and are content to work 
within the forms of the law to accomplish 
their ends instead of trying to violently 
uproot existing laws and social norms by 
revolutionary subversion. 

Among those aims that have successful- 
ly been achieved legislatively in the United 
States are the federally mandated minimum 
wage and 40-hour work week; the prohi- 
bition on child labor; federal control over 
the agricultural, banking, manufacturing, 
and healthcare sectors; federal limitations 
on business activities and private property 
ownership in the name of environmental 
protection; government subsidy of college 
student loans and academic research; fed- 
eral control over public schools and educa- 
tion; a heavy graduated federal income tax; 
and the federal monopoly on the money 
supply and control of the banking sector, 
as embodied by the Federal Reserve. These 
and a myriad other federal intrusions into 
the workings of the formerly free market 
and curtailment of the formerly sacrosanct 
right to private property are all elements 
of the socialist program, a program that 
seeks to substitute for private, consensual 
enterprise and individual, God-given rights 
forced, centrally-controlled economic ac- 
tivity and egalitarian “collective” rights 
enforced by state decree. 

Bernie Sanders’ own presidential plat- 
form includes such socialist staples as 
a sharp increase in the minimum wage, 
creating a “single payer” government 
healthcare system, creating a universal 
government child care program, break- 
ing up financial corporations deemed too 
large, instituting a government program 
to provide job training for young people, 
legislation to strengthen the power of 
unions, and legislation to impose a car- 
bon emissions tax on businesses. This on 
top of the vast web of existing socialist 
controls — which Sanders enthusiasti- 
cally supports — over private property, 
enterprise, and nearly every God-given 
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Socialists all: While only Bernie Sanders openly identifies as a socialist, most prominent figures 
in both parties are socialist as well, agreeing on the need for such socialist programs as the 
minimum wage, Social Security, Medicare, government loans to students, the Federal Reserve 
system, and government controls over much of the private sector, from agriculture to insurance 
to auto manufacturing. 


right once protected by the Bill of Rights. 
Sanders is, for example, a perfervid sup- 
porter of gun control and heavy, progres- 
sive, ubiquitous taxation, and, in general, 
government involvement in every con- 
ceivable aspect of our private lives. 

But inasmuch as the aims of progressiv- 
ism, Fabian socialism, and communism — 
as well as the democratic socialism so be- 
loved of Bernie Sanders — are all the same 
in the long run, so must they have similar 
outcomes for humanity, sooner or later. 

And what are those outcomes? In his 
magisterial work on socialism, economist 
Ludwig von Mises pointed out that the 
basis of economic activity is voluntary 
exchange, which is enabled by economic 
calculation. Absent voluntary exchange, 
rational economic calculation (pricing and 
valuation) is impossible, except for very 
simple economic domains such as individ- 
ual households. Wrote Mises: “Without cal- 
culation, economic activity is impossible. 
Since under Socialism economic calcula- 
tion is impossible, under Socialism there 
can be no economic activity in our sense of 
the word. In small and insignificant things 
rational action might still persist. But, for 
the most part, it would no longer be pos- 
sible to speak of rational production. In the 
absence of criteria of rationality, production 
could not be consciously economical.” 

Thus socialism as an economic system 
is fundamentally irrational and impracti- 
cable. Its universal implementation would 
trigger a swift end to the complex, ex- 
tended economic order that the free mar- 
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kets have built up over the centuries. It is 
possible only piecemeal, as arid expanses 
of centralized control within the fertile, 
life-giving pastures of the free markets. 
For a time, the successes of capitalism 
confer on socialism — which parasitizes 
free enterprise like a lamprey its host — 
the false appearance of vitality. But even 
fragmentary socialism of the type that now 
characterizes the American economy is 
always retrogressive, not progressive, de- 
structive and not productive. It — and not 
“irrationally exuberant” capitalism — is 
responsible for mass impoverishment, re- 
cessions, and depressions, yet it is seldom 
indicted nowadays in the courts of media 
or public opinion. 

Socialism — in the guise of national 
healthcare; a graduated income tax; an 
inflationary central bank (the Federal 
Reserve); government subsidies of agri- 
culture, automobiles, and a myriad other 
sectors; or any of a host of other illegiti- 
mate government controls on the economy 
— is inflicting a death of a thousand bu- 
reaucratic cuts on the American and world 
economy. And because it is almost never 
held to account, more socialism is always 
demanded as a remedy. ObamaCare, for 
example, did not appear out of thin air, but 
was proposed as the solution to the havoc 
already wrought on the healthcare sector 
by previous socialist half measures (Medi- 
care and Medicaid chief among them). 

Because socialism is fundamentally 
utopian and irrational, it also places great 
emphasis on uprooting and destroying the 
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entire social fabric upon which the free 
market and a legal system limiting the 
power of government rests: the traditional 
moral values practiced by Western soci- 
ety for centuries. This is the reason that 
most socialists are instinctively hostile to 
religion, for example, and supportive of 
all policies that militate against the family 
and practices destructive to it, like sexual 
license, abortion, homosexuality, and the 
sexualization of children. 

In the end, socialism can only survive 
by growing, throttling the life out of the 
free markets, destroying the economic 
growth that has been the wellspring of 
human progress for half a millennium, and 
implementing ever-more radical attacks on 
the traditional moral and social order. The 
havoc wrought by socialist policies inevi- 
tably produces pressure for more socialist 
measures to solve them, as with America’s 
never-ending but wholly manufactured 
“healthcare crisis.” The loss of economic 
freedom will eventually lead to the loss 
of all other freedoms, just as Marx envi- 
sioned. So-called class distinctions will be 
obliterated as humankind descends into the 
abyssal equality of universal serfdom. So- 
cialism, then, regardless of its flavor, is the 
willful campaign to extinguish the lamps of 
civilization and eradicate every vestige of 
human progress. 

Bernie Sanders and his fellow social- 
ists from Washington to Scandinavia may 
refuse to accept socialism’s true nature. 
But Senator Sanders likely also does not 
recognize that his chief rival, Hillary 
Clinton, is also a socialist, as are many 
of the Republican presidential candidates 
(in fact, Sanders’ cumulative Freedom 
Index score, as good a yardstick as any 
of socialist leanings, is 26 percent which, 
while no great shakes, is significantly 
higher than “Democrat” Hillary Clin- 
ton’s 19 percent). Indeed, whether “pro- 
gressive,” “liberal,” or even “moderate,” 
nearly everyone in Washington in both 
parties supports most of the planks of the 
socialist movements in days past, from 
minimum wages to the Federal Reserve 
to graduated income taxes. The only dif- 
ference between them and Bernie Sand- 
ers is that the senator from Vermont is a 
little more honest. But they are all equal- 
ly culpable in waging a campaign that, 
sooner or later, must destroy civilization, 
if allowed to run its ruinous course. ll 
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Clinton’s E-mail Evasions 
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Under U.S. law, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton had to 
keep communications secure. But she didn’t. And she has 
been caught numerous times lying about her actions. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


hen President Obama appoint- 

\ N / ed Hillary Clinton as secretary 
of state, Clinton decided not to 

use an official government e-mail address 
hosted on an official government server. 
She elected instead to use a private e-mail 
server for handling both her private e- 
mails and those of the State Department. 
She used that private server throughout 
her tenure as secretary of state. Her al- 
leged reason: convenience. Secretary 
Clinton supposedly made a conscious 
decision to place her own personal con- 
venience above the security of the nation 
she was supposed to be serving. While 
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that is not really surprising, it is — and 
ought to be — shocking. 

In the wake of the Benghazi attacks on 
September 11, 2012, investigations were 
launched into whether the attacks could 
have been prevented — or at least repelled 
— and whether the Obama administration, 
including the State Department, had at- 
tempted a coverup. It was during those in- 
vestigations that Hillary’s use of a private 
e-mail server first came to light. 

While Hillary has downplayed both her 
actions and the investigation focused on 
her server, the FBI seems to be taking it se- 
riously. In fact, though such cases are cus- 
tomarily handled by one of the many field 
offices around the country, the Clinton 
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Careless and lawless: Secretary Clinton’s 
e-mails — both personal and official — were 
sent by her private server to her unsecured 
Blackberry and bypassed all government 
channels, a violation of federal laws. 


case is being handled out of the Hoover 
Building. It is highly unusual for a case 
such as this to handled at FBI headquar- 
ters, but then again, this is an unusual case. 
The New York Times reported, “Given this 
inquiry’s importance, senior F.B.I. offi- 
cials have opted to keep it closely held in 
Washington in the agency’s counterintel- 
ligence section, which investigates how 
national security secrets are handled.” 


The Server Search 

As a result of that investigation, Hillary 
was required to surrender her private 
server to the Department of Justice. She 
initially refused to turn over the e-mail 
server, saying, “The server contains per- 
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If saying it only made it so: Clinton testified October 22 before the House Benghazi Committee. 
She had previously said, “I’m confident that this process will prove that | never sent, nor 
received, any e-mail that was marked classified.” Instead, the investigation has been expanded. 


sonal communications from my husband 
and me and I believe I have met all of my 
responsibilities and the server will remain 
private.” It rings with echoes of “I’m not 
going to have some reporters pawing 
through our papers. We are the president.” 
It also rings of the standard dishonesty and 
he-said-she-said that is typical of the Clin- 
tons. The Wall Street Journal reported, 
“The former president ... has sent a grand 
total of two emails during his entire life, 
both as president, says Matt McKenna, his 
spokesman.” Ironically, that report came 
out right before Hillary claimed that her 
reason for not turning over the server was 
that it “contains personal communications 
from my husband and me.” 

The former first lady appears to have 
had more pressing reasons for stalling the 
surrender of the server. She was having 
everything on it deleted. Once in the hands 
of the investigators, it was found to have 
been formatted to factory settings and was 
void of all data, though the data was not 
securely “wiped,” leaving it easily recov- 
erable by investigators. 

Hillary claimed not to be concerned, 


saying that she had stayed within the 
boundaries of the law because she “never 
sent or received any e-mail that was 
deemed classified, that was marked clas- 
sified.” 

In fact, at least a dozen e-mails found on 
her server early in the investigation were 
classified, and at least two were “Top Se- 
cret.” One e-mail is still classified. That 
particular e-mail was from her close aide, 
Huma Abedin. It was sent in April 2011. 
As Fox News reported in August, “In late 
spring, all three agencies confirmed to the 
intelligence community inspector general 
that the intelligence was classified when 
it was sent four years ago by Abedin to 
Clinton’s private account, and remains 
classified to this day.” 


She Knew She Was Lying 

But did Hillary know that? The answer to 
that is found in two documents bearing her 
signature. 

It is now known that Hillary signed 
two separate non-disclosure agreements 
(NDAs) as part of her job as secretary of 
state. The first deals with Sensitive Com- 


The former first lady appears to have had more 
pressing reasons for Stalling the surrender of the 
server. She was having everything on it deleted. 


18 


partmented Information (SCI). The sec- 
ond is a more general NDA dealing with 
the protection of all classified informa- 
tion. The NDAs were made public as the 
result of an open-records request by the 
Competitive Enterprise Institute (CEI). 
Once CEI had the NDAs, it made them 
available to the Washington Free Beacon, 
which published them. The language of 
the NDAs removes all doubt that Hillary 
Clinton was aware of the criminal nature 
and inherent national security risks associ- 
ated with her actions. Disregarding some- 
thing is not ignorance; it is worse. 

The NDAs signed by Secretary Clin- 
ton on her second day on the job spell out 
— in language so clear that the meaning 
of the word “is” is quite unambiguous — 
her responsibility in handling the sensitive 
information to which she would have ac- 
cess in her new job. One part of the first 
NDA reads, “I have been advised that the 
unauthorized disclosure, unauthorized re- 
tention, or negligent handling of SCI by 
me could cause irreparable injury to the 
United States or be used to advantage by 
a foreign nation.” The agreement goes on 
to address how Secretary Clinton could 
be sure she was abiding by the letter and 
the spirit of the agreement. “I understand 
that it is my responsibility to consult with 
appropriate management authorities in 
the Department ... in order to ensure that 
I know whether information or material 
within my knowledge or control ... might 
be SCI,” the NDA says. Regardless of 
whether or not Hillary saw any indication 
that the e-mails were classified, she was 
required to keep State Department infor- 
mation secure unless she obtained specific 
permission to release it. 

And yet, before the ink of her signatures 
could dry, Hillary made the decision to re- 
purpose Bill’s old e-mail server into her 
own private server to be used for official 
government business. She has defended 
the decision, not on the grounds that it was 
the best choice for the nation she swore 
and accepted the responsibility to protect, 
but on the grounds of convenience. 

NDAs are fairly common and many 
Americans have signed such agreements 
as a condition of employment. Failing to 
abide by those agreements is cause for 
dismissal, civil action, and possible crimi- 
nal charges. As a matter of integrity and 
simple self-interest, most people would 
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take that seriously and ask themselves 
what the NDA requires of them and what 
it prohibits. 

But there’s a special type of narcis- 
sism that seems to have set up permanent 
residence in the minds of Bill and Hill- 
ary Clinton. The rules that apply to ev- 
eryone else simply don’t apply to them. 
They keep straight faces while telling the 
biggest lies. It’s almost as if they believe 
it when they say, “I did not have sexual 
relations with that woman, Monica Le- 
winski,” and “I never sent or received any 
e-mail that was deemed classified, that 
was marked classified.” After all, they 
have dodged everything so far (including 
the military draft for Bill); why should 
whatever recent scandal is afoot be any 
different? After all, “It depends on what 
the meaning of the word ‘is’ is.” Words 
are just tools to be used — and misused 
— to fit their purposes. 


Almost an Apology 

As criticism for her decision began to 
mount in March 2015, Hillary seemed to 
think she could simply brush it off with 
a non-apology. At a press conference, she 
said, “I opted for convenience to use my 
personal email account, which was al- 
lowed by the State Department, because 
I thought it would be easier to carry just 
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one device for my work and for my per- 
sonal emails instead of two. Looking back, 
it would have been better if I’d simply 
used a second email account and carried a 
second phone, but at the time, this didn’t 
seem like an issue.” 

It only “didn’t seem like an issue” be- 
cause she seems to have forgotten those 
NDAs she signed. She and her campaign 
have made much of the fact that her private 
server “was allowed by the State Depart- 
ment.” Par for the course, though, the fact 
is conveniently left out that her server was 
not authorized to contain, store, transmit, 
or receive classified information. Instead, 
she simply denies that she ever “sent or 
received any e-mail that was deemed clas- 
sified, that was marked classified.” 

To Hillary material was only classified 
if it was marked classified and if it was 
marked so when she sent or received it. 
The NDAs she signed do not accept that 
elastic definition. If the only information 
she had to worry about was that which 
was marked, there would be no need for 
Secretary Clinton to “consult with ap- 
propriate management authorities in the 
Department ... in order to ensure that 


[she knew] whether information or mate- 
rial within [her] knowledge or control ... 
might be SCI.” 

Furthermore, inherent to her job was the 


Like boss, like employee: Clinton’s protégée and longtime confidante, Huma Abedin, testified 
before the House Benghazi Committee October 16, 2015. At least one e-mail she sent over 


Hillary’s server was — and still is — classified. 
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understanding that certain intelligence is 
“born classified.” In other words, certain 
information is considered classified by its 
very nature and the nature of its inception. 
If she then communicated that information 
to someone who lacked the appropriate 
clearance, she would be guilty of violat- 
ing federal law. Likewise, if she broke the 
chain of custody for that classified infor- 
mation — by, for instance, allowing it to 
be stored on and transmitted over a non- 
authorized server — she would be guilty 
of violating federal law. 

J. William Leonard was the director of 
the U.S. Information Security Oversight 
Office from 2002 to 2008. In August he 
told Reuters, “If a foreign minister just 
told the secretary of state something in 
confidence, by U.S. rules that is classified 
at the moment it’s in U.S. channels and 
U.S. possession.” So whether or not it was 
“marked classified,” any such information 
that Hillary sent or received over her unse- 
cured, unauthorized, private e-mail server 
would have been a violation of federal law. 

And — considering her knowledge of 
the law and her signature on the NDAs — 
she knew it. 

Adding to her culpability, Executive 
Order 13526, signed by President Obama 
in 2009, clearly says that only the president 
and the director of the agency that classi- 
fies a piece of intelligence can downgrade 
or remove its classification. It looks like 
Hillary is in deep water. 

Even once it became apparent to nearly 
everyone else — including leaders in her 
own party — that the server scandal was 
the type of thing that could put her in jail 
and would at least hurt her attempts to re- 
occupy the White House, candidate Hil- 
lary Clinton continued to play coy about 
the whole thing. In early March, Senator 
Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.), who had 
urged Hillary to run for president, told 
NBC’s Meet the Press, “What I would 
like is for her to come forward and say 
just what the situation is. Because she is 
the preeminent political figure right now. 
She is the leading candidate, whether it 
be Republican or Democrat, for the next 
president, to be the next president.” 

Whether Hillary is still “the preeminent 
political figure” and “leading candidate, 
whether it be Republican or Democrat,” 
remains to be seen. Her numbers in the 
polls were down for a while, due at least 
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In fact, at least a dozen e-mails found on her server 
early in the investigation were classified, and at least 
two were “Top Secret.” One e-mail is still classified. 


in part to the e-mail scandal and the way 
she has handled it. Party leaders have ex- 
pressed concern, the media has continued 
to report, and donors have lost confidence. 
Hillary, however, seems not to have no- 
ticed. While she seems to have regained 
some of her losses, her political future is 
far from certain. 

Her attempts to “say just what the situ- 
ation is” have done her campaign more 
harm than good. Speaking during a cam- 
paign stop in Iowa in August, Clinton — 
while claiming to “take responsibility” 
— maintained her characteristic distance 
from any real admission of guilt. “I know 
people have raised questions about my e- 
mail use as secretary of state, and I under- 
stand why,” she said, adding, “I get it. So 
here’s what I want the American people to 
know: My use of personal e-mail was al- 
lowed by the State Department. It clearly 
wasn’t the best choice. I should’ve used 
two e-mails: one personal, one for work. I 
take responsibility for that decision.” 

Had she stopped there, she might have 
seemed to “take responsibility.” Instead, 
though, she broke the first rule of contri- 
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tion: Never ruin a perfectly good apology 
by following it with an excuse or a denial. 
“T want to be as transparent as possible, 
which is why I turned over 55,000 pages, 
why I’ve turned over my server, why I’ve 
agreed to — in fact, been asking to — and 
have finally gotten a date to testify before 
a congressional committee in October,” 
she said. Then, just to clarify that she has 
done nothing really “wrong,” she added, 
“I’m confident that this process will prove 
that I never sent, nor received, any e-mail 
that was marked classified.” 


The Probe’s Direction 

Instead of proving her claims, though, 
the process has opened a whole new can 
of worms for Hillary, her aides, her at- 
torneys, and her campaign. In mid No- 
vember Fox News reported that the 
FBI is expanding its probe of Hillary’s 
e-mails and is looking at U.S. Code 18, 
Section 1001 to determine whether any- 
one on team Hillary is guilty of violating 
the code, which “pertains to ‘materially 
false’ statements given either in writing, 
orally or through a third party.” It is also 


Teflon to trouble: Bill and Hillary once had powerful friends in high places running interference 


for them. That may no longer be the case. 
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a violation of the code to pressure “a third 
party to conspire in a cover-up.” It is a 
felony to violate the code and each viola- 
tion could result in up to five years in a 
federal prison. This is the same code that 
was used to jail Martha Stewart. 

Hillary has continued to pooh-pooh 
the idea that this is anything serious. But 
then, she never really seemed to think 
Benghazi was serious either. And the two 
could be linked, considering what com- 
munications regarding Benghazi could 
have been on her server. When she has 
been asked about the server and whether 
she violated federal laws regarding the 
chain of custody for classified informa- 
tion, she has repeated her claim that she 
never “sent or received any e-mail that 
was deemed classified, that was marked 
classified.” As if saying it will make it 
true. Or make voters believe it. 

In the past, Bill and Hillary had power- 
ful friends in high places running interfer- 
ence for them. They had loyal followers 
ready to fall on their swords for them. It 
looks like the times may have changed. 
There is no love lost between the Clintons 
and President Obama. In the book Game 
Change, journalists and authors Mark 
Halperin and John Heilemann recount the 
phone conversation between Bill Clin- 
ton and Senator Ted Kennedy in 2008, in 
which the former president was attempting 
to get the senator to endorse Hillary over 
Obama. Bill reportedly said, “A few years 
ago, this guy [Obama] would have been 
getting us coffee.” The remark offended 
Kennedy, who later endorsed Obama. 

Obama later told Hillary during a de- 
bate that he thought she was “likable 
enough.” 

And he likely appointed Hillary as sec- 
retary of state in spite of their differences 
because he needed the political clout and 
party unification the appointment would 
bring. Now, like him or not, he is his own 
political force to be reckoned with, and 
he does not need her. For his part, it does 
not look likely that he will do anything 
to help her out of the mess she has gotten 
herself into. 

If Hillary Clinton is able to avoid crimi- 
nal charges and somehow keep her can- 
didacy afloat in the midst of the tumult 
of her own making, she may well emerge 
as the Democrat nominee. But those are 
some pretty big ifs. Hl 
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A look at three Democratic presidential 
candidates based on 10 key issues 


by Christian Gomez 


he sheer number of candidates now 
running for president of the United 
States, particularly on the Repub- 
lican side, makes the task of learning the 
positions of each candidate daunting, to 
say the least. The nationally televised 
debates certainly shed some light on the 
candidates’ positions, but the questions 
that should be asked often are not posed, 
the candidates on the debate stage do not 
get equal time, and, for the most part, the 
viewers do not have the background to 
know how candidates’ current positions 
square with what they may have said or 
done in the past. 

To help our readers gain a better under- 
standing of the presidential candidates, 
we have prepared a series of 13 profiles 
on the candidates for president who have 
generally scored at least one percent or 
higher in national pubic opinion polls 
— 10 Republicans and three Democrats. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Candidates who have not broken the one- 
percent threshold are not included in our 
overview. Each candidate’s profile is two 
pages long, and each profile surveys the 
candidate based on 10 key issues: 

¢ Abortion 

¢ China 

¢ Federal Reserve 

¢ Foreign Aid 

¢ Healthcare/Repealing ObamaCare 

¢ Immigration 

¢ International Terrorism and ISIS 

¢ Privacy: PATRIOT ACT and NSA 
Surveillance 

¢ Same-sex “Marriage” and Religious 
Liberty 

¢ Trans-Pacific Partnership 
In the six pages that follow, we take a look 
at Democratic presidential candidates Hil- 
lary Clinton, Bernie Sanders, and Martin 
O’ Malley. In the previous (November 23) 
issue of THE NEw AMERICAN, we looked 
at the 10 Republican candidates included 
in our survey — Jeb Bush, Ben Carson, 


Chris Christie, Ted Cruz, Carly Fiorina, 
Mike Huckabee, John Kasich, Rand Paul, 
Marco Rubio, and Donald Trump. 

We have confined our overview of the 
candidates to their professed positions 
without opining on the rightness or wrong- 
ness of those positions. But as always, we 
ask readers to evaluate all candidates’ po- 
sitions based on the U.S. Constitution. Un- 
fortunately, no candidate’s positions are in 
100-percent accord with the Constitution, 
as the information assembled shows. For 
instance, no candidate states he would end 
all U.S. foreign aid, period, despite the fact 
that the U.S. foreign aid program is uncon- 
stitutional. 
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illary 
Rodham Clin- 
ton is an experienced 


career politician who has served in various 
occupations, most recently as secretary of 
state under President Obama from 2009 to 
2013. From 2001 to 2009, she served as a 
U.S. senator from New York. And as the 
wife of Bill Clinton, she served as first lady 
of the United States from 1993 to 2001, 
and as first lady of Arkansas from 1979 to 
1981 and from 1983 to 1992. Hillary Clin- 
ton formally announced her candidacy for 
the Democratic presidential nomination on 
April 12, 2015. 


Abortion 

Hillary Clinton boasts a 100-percent rating 
by NARAL Pro-Choice America, in sharp 
contrast to her 0-percent rating from the 
National Right to Life Committee. On 
April 23, 2015, while delivering the key- 
note speech at the 2015 Women in the 
World Summit in New York City, Clinton 
affirmed that women’s access to “repro- 
ductive healthcare” (i.e., abortions) will 
require that “deep-seated cultural codes, 
religious beliefs and structural biases have 
to be changed.” 


China 

On July 4, 2015, former Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton said of China’s militariza- 
tion in the South China Sea, “China’s mili- 
tary is growing very quickly, they’re es- 
tablishing military installations that again 
threaten countries we have treaties with, 
like the Philippines.” She further accused 
China of “trying to hack into everything 
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that 
doesn’t 
move in Amer- 
ica.” On September 27, 
2015, in a Twitter post, Clinton 
referred to Chinese President Xi Jin- 
ping hosting a United Nations meeting on 
women’s rights as “shameless.” 


Federal Reserve 

Hillary Clinton has remained virtually silent 
about Fed policy during her presidential 
campaign; however, her campaign website 
features a glowing endorsement of her pro- 
posed economic policies from former Fed- 
eral Reserve Vice Chairman Alan Blinder, 
who was appointed by her husband, Presi- 
dent Bill Clinton, in 1994. “Income inequal- 
ity has become a bigger part of the national 
discussion. People have the correct feeling 
that the system is not fair,” Blinder says. 


Foreign Aid 

In an interview with New York Magazine, 
published on September 22, 2013, former 
Secretary Clinton said, “I thought it was es- 
sential that as we restore America’s stand- 
ing in the world and strengthen our global 
leadership again, we needed what I took to 
calling ‘smart power’ to elevate American 
diplomacy and development and reposition 
them for the 21st century.” Clinton elabo- 
rated, “That meant that we had to take a 
hard look at how both State and A.D. op- 


erated. I did work to increase their funding 
after a very difficult period when they were 
political footballs to some extent and they 
didn’t have the resources to do what was 
demanded of them.” (Emphasis added.) 

The A.I.D. she refers to is the U.S. 
Agency for International Development 
(USAID), which although being indepen- 
dent of the State Department, operates 
under the foreign policy guidance of the 
secretary of state. Under Secretary Clin- 
ton the A.D. gave $26 million to Planned 
Parenthood’s global affiliate, the Interna- 
tional Planned Parenthood Federation, 
from 2010 to 2012. 


Healthcare/Repealing OhamaCare 

Hillary Clinton has a longstanding reputa- 
tion as an advocate for universal health- 
care. In 1993, First Lady Hillary Clinton 
chaired the taskforce responsible for de- 
veloping President Bill Clinton’s universal 
healthcare plan, officially designated the 
Health Security Act, otherwise known as 
“Hillarycare.” After the plan was defeated 
in Congress, Hillary Clinton worked to- 
gether with Republicans and Democrats to 
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develop the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program (CHIP). 

Regarding ObamaCare, her presiden- 
tial campaign website states, “Hillary will 
continue to defend the Affordable Care Act 
(ACA) against Republican efforts to repeal 
it.” Not only does she intend to thwart ef- 
forts to repeal ObamaCare, she intends to 
expand it. “She’Il build on it to expand af- 
fordable coverage, slow the growth of over- 
all health care costs (including prescription 
drugs), and make it possible for providers 
to deliver the very best care to patients,” 


International Terrorism and ISIS 
On September 29, 2015, in an interview on 
MSNBC’s MTP Daily, host Chuck Todd 
asked Clinton if she could “defeat ISIS if 
Assad is still running Syria?” She replied, 
“T think it’s very difficult.” In a follow-up 
question about whether she would priori- 
tize ousting Assad or defeating ISIS, she 
responded, “I would prioritize both, you 
really can’t do one without the other.” 
Like many of her Republican rivals 
seeking the presidency, she also advo- 
cates arming the Kurds to fight and de- 


surveillance activities with regard to civil 
liberties, “I want us to come to a better 
balance.” Despite her platitudes about 
the need for more transparency and “bet- 
ter balance,” Clinton twice voted for the 
PATRIOT Act when she was in the Sen- 
ate. On October 25, 2001 and on March 2, 
2006, Senator Clinton voted for the origi- 
nal USA PATRIOT Act (H.R. 3162) and 
its reauthorization (H.R. 3199), respec- 
tively, signed both times by then-President 
George W. Bush. 


HillaryClinton.com states. feat ISIS. On December 3, 2014, Hillary Same-sex “Marriage” 
Clinton spoke at Georgetown University and Religious Liberty 
Immigration about “Smart Power: Security Through On June 26, 2015, following the Supreme 


On May 5, 2015, speaking at a roundtable 
discussion at Rancho High School in Las 
Vegas, Clinton endorsed full amnesty for 
illegal immigrants. “We can’t wait any 
longer for a path to full and equal citizen- 
ship,” she said. On her presidential cam- 
paign website, Clinton calls for a “fair 
and just immigration system” and “com- 
prehensive immigration reform,” a term 
synonymous with amnesty. “Hillary will 
defend President Obama’s executive ac- 
tions on immigration from partisan at- 
tacks that would put DREAMers at risk 
of deportation,” Clinton’s campaign site 
states. If elected president, Hillary Clin- 
ton promises to circumvent and undermine 
Congress if she does not get her way. “And 
if Congress continues to refuse to act, she 
will do everything possible under the law 
to go further,” states HillaryClinton.com. 
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Inclusive Leadership.” Speaking specifi- 
cally about the role of women in security, 
former Secretary Clinton concluded her 
remarks by saying: 


There are ... all-women Peshmerga 
units. There has been some public- 
ity given to Kurdish women fighting 
alongside their brothers or fighting 
on their own behalf, and we should 
do what we can to support those 
women who truly are on the front- 
lines of protecting their communi- 
ties against this extremist threat 
from ISIS and others. 


Privacy: PATRIOT Act 
and NSA Surveillance 
On February 24, 2015, in an interview 
with Re/code’s technology journalist Kara 
Swisher, Clinton said of the NSA and its 


Court decision in Obergefell v. Hodges le- 
galizing same-sex marriage, Hillary Clinton 
released a statement praising the court’s de- 
cision. “Along with millions of Americans, 
I am celebrating today’s landmark victory 
for marriage equality, and the generations of 
advocates and activists who fought to make 
it possible,” Clinton said. “From Stonewall 
to the Supreme Court,” Clinton added, “the 
courage and determination of the LGBT 
community has changed hearts and changed 
laws.” She called the ruling “an affirmation 
of the commitment of couples across the 
country who love one another.” 


Trans-Pacific Partnership 

Hillary Clinton was for the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, which she originally helped 
negotiate, before she recently turned 
against it as a presidential candidate. On 
November 15, 2012, during an official 
state visit to Australia, then-Secretary 
of State Clinton said, “This TPP sets the 
gold standard in trade agreements to open 
free, transparent, fair trade, the kind of 
environment that has the rule of law and 
a level playing field.” 

Although now claiming to oppose the 
TPP, on October 7, 2015, Clinton said, 
“T still believe in the goal of a strong 
and fair trade agreement in the Pacific as 
part of a broader strategy both at home 
and abroad, just as I did when I was sec- 
retary of state.” If elected, Hillary Clin- 
ton may work to further modify the TPP 
agreement to bring it more in line with 
progressive values, such as environ- 
mental regulations and workers’ rights, 
as well as accommodating international 
labor laws and regulations, but she will 
not abandon it. Hl 
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artin 
O’ Malley 
was the governor of 


Maryland from 2007 to 2015. From 2011 
to 2013, O’Malley served as chairman of 
the Democratic Governors Association. 
Prior to his governorship, he also served 
as mayor of Baltimore from 1999 to 2007. 
Former Governor Martin O’Malley for- 
mally announced his candidacy for the 
Democratic presidential nomination on 
May 30, 2015. 


Abortion 

O’Malley boasts a 100-percent rating 
from NARAL Pro-Choice Maryland, the 
state affiliate to the national NARAL or- 
ganization. In 1992, he supported Mary- 
land’s referendum declaring abortions 
legal without government involvement 
until the unborn child could survive out- 
side the womb. As governor, O’ Malley 
did not sign any new laws restricting 
abortions. 


China 

In June 2011, then-Maryland Governor 
O’Malley traveled to Communist China 
as part of a 10-day economic development 
trip to Asia. While in Shanghai, Governor 
O’Malley signed an agreement with Talsy 
Holding Group, one of Communist China’s 
largest state-owned biopharmaceutical com- 
panies, to establish a $40 million R&D plant 
in Montgomery County, Maryland. A press 
release from the Office of Governor Martin 
O’Malley, dated June 2, 2011, described the 
deal as “the largest investment in Maryland 
by a Chinese company.” 
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Federal 
Reserve 
O’Malley favors a 
stronger Federal Reserve, 
under the auspices of the presidency. 
On his campaign website, O’Malley re- 
leased a 10-page policy paper outlining 
how he would protect “the American 
dream from another Wall Street crash.” 
In the policy paper, O’Malley charges 
the Fed with having “played a significant 
role in slowing down the implementation 
of important financial regulations, in- 
cluding delaying for two years a core part 
of the Volcker Rule.” He would speed up 
the implementation of such regulations. 
Also, O’Malley claimed: “Appointing 
people to key positions at the Fed who 
take financial crimes seriously, and re- 
quiring them to play a more active role in 
regulatory decision-making, will further 
strengthen enforcement on Wall Street.” 
Specifically, O’Malley would require 
two Fed posts to be presidential appoint- 
ments requiring Senate confirmation: the 
Fed general counsel, who wields consid- 
erable influence on the Board of Gov- 
ernors’ policymaking decisions; and the 
president of the New York Fed, who is 
the second most powerful individual in 
the Fed and also serves “as a permanent 
member and vice president of the Fed- 
eral Open Market Committee, which es- 
tablishes the Fed’s monetary policy, and 


oversee[s] the largest reserve bank in 
terms of asset and volume of activity.” 


Foreign Aid 

O’Malley favors increasing foreign aid. 
On June 26, 2015, during a speech deliv- 
ered at the Truman National Security Proj- 
ect’s Annual Conference in Washington, 
D.C., O’Malley said, “We must adequate- 
ly fund our diplomatic and development 
agencies — particularly USAID and the 
State Department.” 


Healthcare/Repealing OhamaCare 

In 2007, Governor O’ Malley called upon 
the state legislature to pass the Maryland 
Healthcare Act, to extend healthcare 
coverage in the state. The bill, simi- 
lar to ObamaCare, would have created 
a “Health Insurance Exchange to help 
small businesses find more affordable 
coverage for their employees — on a pre- 
tax basis,” Governor O’ Malley said in his 
2007 State of the State address. O’ Malley 
also said that the Maryland Healthcare 
Act would “require insurance companies 
to allow younger adults up to age 25 to 
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be covered under their parents’ policies,” 
similar to ObamaCare. 

Governor O’Malley also supported 
what he called an “all-payer system,” 
which he succeeded in moving Maryland 
toward in 2014. On January 10, 2014, he 
said, “We need to shift away from our 
near exclusive focus on treating illness, 
and move to a balanced approach that 
encourages prevention and wellness.” 
Akin to European-style universal health- 
care, under O’ Malley’s all-payer system, 
“the state will control and budget hospi- 
tal costs, cap what hospitals may charge 
and reward hospitals that provide quality 
rather than quantity of care,” Al Jazeera 
America reported on March 18, 2014. 


Immigration 

On July 9, 2015, during a pro-amnesty 
round-table event in New York, O’ Malley 
declared, “My end goal is to get 11 mil- 
lion people out of the shadow economy 
and shadow society and in the light of 
full participation.” O’Malley promises 
to go even further than President Obama 
on immigration, vowing on his campaign 
website that “an O’Malley Administra- 
tion will use all legal and executive au- 
thorities to safeguard and welcome new 
Americans.” O’ Malley also promises to 
close down most detention centers, in- 
cluding short-term facilities along the 
U.S.-Mexico border, and upgrade the 
few that would remain active under his 
administration. “The Obama Administra- 
tion has announced a number of reforms 
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to detention policies, but none go far 
enough — in all but extraordinary cir- 
cumstances, immigrant detentions must 
end for good,” O’Malley’s immigration 
plan states. 


International Terrorism and ISIS 

On September 10, 2015, during an inter- 
view on Democracy Now!, O’Malley re- 
iterated the correlation between climate 
change and the rise of ISIS. “There was 
a tremendous drought that hit Syria a 
number of years ago that drove people off 
farms into cities. Their government could 
not take care of the basic needs of fami- 
lies in those conditions. Civil war rose up 
as a result of protest and repression and 
then that led to the civil war and then the 
vacuum that led to ISIS,” O’Malley said, 
detailing the “cascading effects” that ulti- 
mately led to creation of ISIS. His strat- 
egy for preventing such terrorism is to first 
combat climate change. “What we need to 
do is to lead nations in reducing the de- 
stabilizing effects of climate change, [and] 
extreme drought,” O’ Malley declared. 


Privacy: PATRIOT Act 

and NSA Surveillance 

On May 31, 2015, during a brief Q&A with 
reporters at a campaign event in Bedford, 
New Hampshire, O’Malley told BuzzFeed 
News that Congress needed to pass the 
USA FREEDOM Act. In addition to the 
USA FREEDOM Act, O’ Malley also pro- 
posed posting a public advocate to the se- 
cretive FISA courts utilized by the NSA 


and FBI. Of Senator Rand Paul’s (R-Ky.) 
attempts to thwart the USA FREEDOM 
Act, O’Malley said, “I think we could be 
less safe if we resort to obstructionism 
when it comes to something as important 
as protecting our homeland from the threat 
of terror attacks.” 


Same-sex “Marriage” 

and Religious Liberty 

On July 24, 2011, Governor O’Malley 
sponsored same-sex marriage legislation 
in Maryland, vowing to make it a top 
priority in the subsequent 2012 legisla- 
tive session. On March 1, 2012, Gover- 
nor O’Malley signed the Civil Marriage 
Protection Act, allowing same-sex couples 
to obtain civil marriage licenses. The law 
entered into effect on January 1, 2013, two 
years before the Supreme Court’s ruling in 
Obergefell v. Hodges. 


Trans-Pacific Partnership 

On May 31, 2015, during an interview on 
ABC’s This Week With George Stepha- 
nopoulos, O’ Malley said of the TPP, “I’m 
opposed to it. We shouldn’t be in a race 
to the bottom for the cheapest labor in 
the world.” However, his presidential 
campaign website indicates an about- 
face toward a more supportive stance 
on the TPP. His “Trade Policy” web- 
page declares, “As president, Governor 
O’Malley will support free trade agree- 
ments — but only those agreements that 
establish strong and enforceable rules 
for fair competition, creating opportu- 
nity for American workers while lifting 
standards in our partner nations.” (Em- 
phasis added.) In other words, O’ Malley 
supports “trade” schemes so long as they 
meet progressive objectives. 

“The United States already has the lev- 
erage we need to meet this high standard, 
including in the TPP. Other nations sought 
to join the TPP in order to receive privi- 
leged access to the U.S. market. We should 
do everything in our power to assert a pro- 
gressive trade agenda,” O’Malley’s “Trade 
Policy” webpage states. (Emphasis added.) 
He emphasized that point, stating, “As pres- 
ident, Governor O'Malley will support and 
negotiate global trade agreements only if 
they meet the following benchmarks. This 
includes the TPP.” The webpage continues 
outlining and detailing the various progres- 
sive benchmarks he supports. Hi 
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ernard 
“Bernie” 
Sanders is a self-de- 


scribed “Democratic Socialist” Indepen- 
dent U.S. senator from Vermont. Sanders 
was elected to the Senate in 2006. He also 
served in the House of Representatives 
from 1991 to 2007. Senator Sanders for- 
mally announced his candidacy for the 
Democratic presidential nomination on 
April 30, 2015. 


Abortion 

Senator Bernie Sanders boasts both a 
100-percent rating from NARAL Pro- 
Choice America and a 100-percent rat- 
ing on Planned Parenthood’s 2015 
congressional scorecard. On November 
1, 1995 and June 4, 2003, then-Represen- 
tative Sanders voted against the Partial- 
Birth Abortion Ban Act of 1995 (H.R. 
1833) and the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban 
Act of 2003 (H.R. 760). On September 
14, 2015, speaking at Liberty University, 
Sanders said, “I believe in women’s rights, 
and the right of a woman to control her 
own body.” 


China 

Throughout his legislative career in both the 
House and Senate, Sanders has had a strong 
consistent record against China. 

On December 25, 2004, the Washington 
Times published an article by Congressman 
Sanders entitled “Selling Out to China.” In 
it Sanders vocalized his opposition to nor- 
malized trade relations with Communist 
China. “Let’s be clear. China is not some 
benign trade competitor. This is a totalitar- 
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ian coun- 
try that throws 
dissenters into prison 
and that jails religious and labor 
leaders,” Sanders wrote. (Emphasis in 
original.) “It also is rapidly upgrading its 
military — a military it has been willing to 
use in places like Tibet. Mountainous Tibet 
may seem far away, but expanding nuclear 
missile technology puts China’s military 
might at our doorstep,” Sanders added. 


Federal Reserve 

Congressman Ron Paul (R-Texas) worked 
for months with Senator Bernie Sanders to 
craft a strong “Audit the Fed” bill in Con- 
gress, which Ron Paul introduced in the 
House as the Federal Reserve Transparency 
Act (H.R. 1207) on February 26, 2009. On 
March 16, 2009, Senator Sanders then in- 
troduced the Federal Reserve Sunshine Act 
(S. 604), the Senate companion containing 
identical language as Ron Paul’s bill. 

Ron Paul’s H.R. 1207 passed with a 
vote of 43 to 26 in the House Financial 
Services Committee as an amendment 
to the Financial Stability Improvement 
Act (H.R. 3996). The Financial Stability 
Improvement Act, containing Paul’s full 
audit bill, was combined into the Wall 
Street Reform and Consumer Protection 
Act of 2009-Financial Stability Improve- 
ment Act of 2009 (H.R. 4173) that ulti- 
mately passed in the House with a vote of 


223 to 202 on December 11, 2009. 

After pro-Fed senators led by Chris 
Dodd (D-Conn.) removed Paul’s Fed audit 
amendment, Senator Sanders courteously 
reintroduced it, but ultimately replaced it 
with a watered-down, modified amend- 
ment (S.A. 3738) after being pressured 
by both the Obama administration and the 
Federal Reserve. On May 7, 2010, Con- 
gressman Ron Paul said on Facebook, 
“Bernie Sanders has sold out and sided 
with Chris Dodd to gut Audit the Fed 
in the Senate. His ‘compromise’ is what 
the administration and banking interests 
want.” Sanders caved in and destroyed the 
Audit the Fed bill. 


Foreign Aid 

Sanders is a longtime advocate of for- 
eign aid. On March 24, 1999, then-Rep- 
resentative Sanders voted in favor of an 
amendment to the Emergency Supple- 
mental Appropriations Act (H.R. 1141) 
that would increase foreign aid. Included 
in the amendment was $648 million for 
multilateral development banks such as 
the World Bank, $150 million to purchase 
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nuclear fissile materials from Russia, $30 
million for the USAID “Food for Peace” 
program, and $25 million for the Export- 
Import Bank. On July 31, 2013, Senator 
Sanders voted in favor of a motion to table 
(kill) Senator Rand Paul’s amendment 
(S.A. 1739) to S. 1245 that would have 
cut all U.S. military aid to Egypt following 
the coup d’état that brought the Muslim 
Brotherhood government of Mohamed 
Morsi to power. 


Healthcare/Repealing ObamaCare 

On December 24, 2009, Senator Sanders 
voted in favor of the Patient Protection and 
Affordable Care Act (H.R. 3590), other- 
wise known as ObamaCare. Despite voting 
for President Obama’s individual mandate- 
based health insurance plan, Sanders is 
committed to a single-payer system. On 
December 9, 2013, Sanders introduced the 
American Health Security Act (S. 1782), 
which would require participating states 
to establish their own single-payer insur- 
ance systems replacing the ObamaCare 
exchanges. 


Immigration 

Speaking at the U.S. Hispanic Chamber of 
Commerce (USHCC) on September 14, 
2015, Senator Sanders said, “I think eco- 
nomically and morally, it is unacceptable 
that we have millions of workers who are 
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living in the shadows.” To bring these mil- 
lions of illegal immigrants out of the shad- 
ows and into the full fold of the economy, 
Sanders advocates the passage of “com- 
prehensive immigration reform” and a 
“pathway to citizenship” (i.e., amnesty). 
“Clearly what we have got to do is provide 
a comprehensive immigration reform and a 
path toward citizenship,” Sanders told the 
USHCC. Sanders also applauded President 
Obama’s executive actions on immigration, 
vowing to go even further and said that he 
would pressure the Republicans in Con- 
gress to pass an amnesty bill. 


International Terrorism and ISIS 
Senator Sanders told CNN’s Wolf Blitzer, 
“ISIS clearly is a brutal dangerous terrorist 
organization. We all agree that it’s got to 
be defeated.” In the same CNN interview, 
Sanders said, “My concern is that the Unit- 
ed States gets involved in a quagmire, in 
a never-ending war. That it is the United 
States of America, our soldiers, our tax- 
payers, who are defending the royal family 
of Saudi Arabia while worth hundreds of 
billions of dollars.” Although opposed to 
deploying U.S. ground forces, Sanders en- 
dorsed President Obama’s utilization of air- 
strikes. “I support — have and do — sup- 
port the President using airstrikes. He has 
the right to that. I think that they are work- 
ing. I support that,” Sanders told Blitzer. 
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Privacy: PATRIOT Act 

and NSA Surveillance 

Senator Sanders voted against the origi- 
nal USA PATRIOT Act and its subsequent 
reauthorizations signed by Presidents 
George W. Bush and Barack Obama. On 
June 2, 2015, Sanders also voted against 
the replacement USA FREEDOM Act. 
“It doesn’t go far enough in protecting 
our privacy rights,” Sanders said in an in- 
terview with Yahoo News’ Katie Couric. 
“There are still too many opportunities for 
the government to be tallying and collect- 
ing information on innocent people. There 
are other ways for the government to get 
information.” 


Same-sex “Marriage” 

and Religious Liberty 

Sanders has been an advocate of gay and 
lesbian rights as far back as 1972, and in 
1983, while serving as mayor of Burling- 
ton, “Sanders supported the city’s first 
Pride Parade,” his presidential campaign 
website states. However, Sanders did not 
publically endorse same-sex marriage 
until 2009, when the Vermont legislature 
was on the verge of passing the Marriage 
Equality Act (S. 115), which went into ef- 
fect on September 1, 2009. Senator San- 
ders now touts himself as a firm advocate 
of same-sex marriage. If elected president, 
Sanders’ campaign website vows, he will 
“Veto any legislation that purports to ‘pro- 
tect’ religious liberty at the expense of oth- 
ers’ rights.” 


Trans-Pacific Partnership 

On June 24, 2015, Senator Sanders voted 
against granting President Obama Trade 
Promotion Authority (TPA) to negotiate 
and eventually “fast-track” in Congress 
the TPP. Rather than a concern over the 
erosion of American sovereignty and in- 
dependence, Sanders’ opposition to the 
TPP stems from a pro-labor union posi- 
tion, concerned primarily over the loss of 
American jobs overseas, many of which 
are also union jobs. “The TPP continues 
an approach towards trade which forces 
Americans to compete against workers in 
Vietnam where the minimum wage is 56 
cents an hour, independent labor unions 
are banned, and people are thrown in jail 
for expressing their political beliefs,” 
Sanders wrote in a guest article for the 
Huffington Post on May 21, 2015. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


CONTROLLING CULTURES CURRENTS 


The book Understanding the Times explains in some depth for readers the various 
directions their loyalties, morality, and values are being maneuvered. 


UNDERSTANDING 


THE TIMES 


MPe 


)ERESMY ERS « 
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SUMMIT” 


by Fr. James Thornton 


Understanding the Times: A Survey of 
Competing Worldviews, by Jeff Myers 
and David A. Noebel, Manitou Springs, 
Colorado: Summit Ministries, 2015 ed., 
510 pages, hardcover. 


nderstanding the Times is an 
( | extremely impressive book that 
is intended to enlighten readers 
about the nature of the world in which we 
now live, from the standpoint of the ongo- 
ing battle of ideas. In this updated and ex- 
panded edition, the authors see the world 
as one in which six major worldviews con- 
tend with one another to win the hearts and 
minds of men: Secularism, Marxism, Post- 
modernism, New Spirituality (or “New 
Age”), Islam, and Christianity. There are 
indeed other worldviews, but these six are 
today the most active. 

Having defined the six major competing 
worldviews, the authors examine each of 
them by dividing the principal character- 
istics of each worldview into 10 catego- 
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ries so the reader can clearly understand 
what these outlooks represent insofar as 
an individual person or a society is con- 
cerned, that is, what different ways of life 
they dictate or envision. Those 10 catego- 
ries are as follows: theology, philosophy, 
ethics, biology, psychology, sociology, 
law, politics, economics, and history. The 
authors state that these are “ten ways of 
looking at the world.” 

Theology explains beliefs about God. 
Philosophy, coming from a Greek word 
meaning “love of wisdom,” tells about 
one’s view of reality. Ethics seeks to de- 
scribe a person’s behavior in accordance 
with his moral code. Biology has to do 
with one’s view of life and how one be- 
lieves life originated. Psychology is the 
study of man’s mind, his inward self. 
Sociology is the study of human societ- 
ies, since man is a social creature. Since 
man is a social creature, his actions must 
be governed by certain rules of conduct 
which we call Laws. Politics is the realm 
of governance including such things as 
the nature of government, how leaders 
and officials are chosen, and the limits, 
if any, on governmental power. Almost 
every man and woman is involved in 
Economics, since each person must run 
his household in accordance with cer- 
tain procedures required in obtaining 
the necessities of life. That is true also 
on a much larger scale with communities 
and nations. History records the ways in 
which people in the past dealt with all of 
the other things we have just mentioned. 
Arranged in that fashion, the book makes 
it far less difficult to understand and com- 
pare the six outlooks on life and, since the 
interaction between these outlooks gives 
rise to much of the conflict in the world, 
the book helps us to comprehend the 
events of the world more clearly so that, 
should one or another triumph in some 
part of the world, the consequences can 
be anticipated. 

Now, having explained how this book is 
structured and the reasons it is so arranged, 


there is one other aspect of this work that 
must be understood. The authors make 
clear from the start that they have a bias, a 
bias that favors Christianity. And so, while 
they present fair and accurate explanations 
of the other worldviews, they believe that 
the Christian worldview is superior to the 
others. If nations or peoples reject the 
Christian worldview or drift away from it, 
their way of life tends to deteriorate in all 
of its aspects. That the authors believe that 
the Christian worldview is superior does 
not mean that they assert that any Chris- 
tian society in history has ever achieved 
absolute perfection. There is no absolute 
perfection in this world. 

Drawing on the information presented 
in the book, let us now consider how each 
of the six worldviews deals with one of 
the categories; ethics, which is the study of 
moral conduct, values, duties, and good- 
ness. For each of the worldviews, I will 
present a brief overview mostly taken 
directly from the book. Please remember 
that the book itself gives a much more 
thorough analysis that is not possible 
within the constraints of this review. 

Secularism is defined by the authors as 
“an atheistic and materialistic worldview 
that advocates for public society free from 
the influence of religion.” They “believe 
that all public considerations — educa- 
tion and government, primarily — must be 
based on materialism, the idea that only 
the physical world exists.” The Secularist 
views ethics in a variety of ways. Many 
Secularists believe in Moral Relativism, 
where morality is relative to the culture in 
which one lives. A variation on that theme 
is called Situation Ethics, in which the 
morality of an action is determined by the 
unique circumstances surrounding that ac- 
tion. The Secularist, say the authors, will 
also sometimes base his morality on Sci- 
entism, which holds that knowledge must 
be based solely on the scientific method 
and that people involved in science are 
more intelligent and, hence, more moral. 
The fallaciousness of that view is strik- 
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ingly illustrated by the monstrous crimes 
committed under totalitarian regimes, led 
by men who were presumed to be superior 
in their intelligence, but who were any- 
thing but superior in their morals. 

The Marxist view of morality is more 
straightforward, or perhaps I should say, 
more ruthlessly direct. To the Marxist, his- 
tory is the record of an irresistible societal 
evolution in which mankind is inelucta- 
bly advancing from capitalism to social- 
ism, and then on to communism. What- 
ever promotes that advance, in the Marxist 
view, is morally right; whatever hinders it 
is morally wrong. It is therefore apparent 
that according to this point of view even 
the most horrifying atrocities are morally 
“good,” if they serve to advance the cause 
of Marxism, that is, help move mankind 
from capitalism to socialism and then 
from socialism to communism. 

New Spiritualists believe that, insofar 
as morality is concerned, one is bound 
only to follow one’s own understanding of 
truth, since there is no fixed truth. Morality 
does not come from God or from any other 
source outside of the individual. Each man 
or woman may thus create his own “reality,” 
his own “truth,” according to whatever feels 
right to that person. In practice, there is no 
real difference between the moral outlook of 
the Secularist and that of the New Spiritual- 
ist. In theory, however, the New Spiritualist 
will usually express his views of morality 
using mystical-sounding jargon. 

The advocates of Postmodernism will 
say that “every culture has its own set 


of moral standards and those standards 
evolve according to the dictates of the 
group. Abortion, for example, used to be 
viewed with revulsion and horror. Now it 
is widely accepted as distasteful but nec- 
essary.” According to traditional thought, 
morality is based on God’s law and so the 
moral code determines behavior. The Post- 
modernist inverts that, starting out with 
how one wants to behave, and then devel- 
oping a theory to support that want. More- 
over, in their opinion, no particular moral 
code is right at all times and in all places. 
Again, at the practical level, there is very 
little if any difference between Postmod- 
ernist morality and that of the Secularist. 
They are variations on the same theme, a 
theme in which God plays no part. 

Muslims are required to believe that 
there is no God but Allah and that Muham- 
mad is His messenger, to pray five times 
each day at prescribed times, to give alms, 
to fast during the month of Ramadan, and to 
make a pilgrimage to Mecca at least once in 
a lifetime. They are forbidden to drink wine 
(and according to some interpretations any 
alcoholic beverage), to eat pork or the flesh 
of certain other animals, to eat meat that has 
not been slaughtered according to Islamic 
regulations, and to gamble. 

In addition to the foregoing, to govern 
their behavior, Muslims look first and fore- 
most to their prophet Muhammad, at his 
life and acts. His acts, inspired by Allah 
according to Islamic teaching since he 
was the final prophet of God, determine 
right from wrong among conscientious 
Muslims. In other 
words, to know 
what is morally 
correct in a given 
situation, a Muslim 
looks to the exam- 
ple of Muhammad. 

Christians be- 
lieve in a God that 
is the Creator and 
Ruler of the uni- 
verse. They be- 
lieve that He cre- 
ated mankind in 
His own image. As 
man was originally 
created, he lived in 
perfect harmony 
with God. Man’s 
fall from grace in 
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the Garden of Eden disrupted that life 
of harmony with God. But Jesus Christ, 
the Son of God, became incarnate and 
lived among us in order to end the dis- 
ruption between God and man. That He 
did through His life, His death on the 
Cross, and His Resurrection. During his 
mission on Earth, Christ reiterated the 
10 Commandments of God as the basic 
tule by which men must live. To those 
10 He added two other commandments: 
A Christian must love God with his whole 
heart, with his whole soul, with his whole 
strength, and with his whole mind; and 
he must love his neighbor as himself. 
Those 12 commandments together form 
the foundation of Christian ethics. 

Christians look also to Christ Himself as 
their exemplar. He is both God and man. 
He was and is without fault. Therefore, 
though Christians are imperfect creatures, 
they strive for perfection throughout the 
whole of their lives. 

The preceding is but a very brief sample 
of how Understanding the Times explains 
the approach taken by the six competing 
worldviews in the 10 categories previ- 
ously mentioned. Again, readers should 
remember that the book deals with all of 
this in great depth, while our review is by 
necessity only cursory. 

The world has undergone immense 
change in the last 30 years. In the early 
1980s, the question that concerned most 
Americans was this: Would the future be 
dominated by communist totalitarian- 
ism or would freedom prevail? Toward 
the end of the ’80s, the Soviet system in 
Russia and Eastern Europe began to dis- 
integrate (although the managers of that 
disintegration made certain that post- 
communist governments were still highly 
centralized and powerful). For a while the 
naive believed that serious threats to our 
country and way of life no longer existed. 
However, what has emerged is a vastly 
more intricate world in which internal 
and external dangers to our freedoms and 
to our national existence have multiplied. 
Understanding the Times helps to untan- 
gle some of that complexity by bringing 
into sharp focus the precise nature of the 
worldviews that captivate so many mil- 
lions today. Thus, the book is not only 
worth a careful reading, but after read- 
ing should remain a valuable reference 
resource. 
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Car Seats 
Instead of Citations 


Aroutine traffic stop in Cedar Park, Texas, 
proved to be much more than that for one 
father down on his luck. 

Police officers stopped a driver who had 
an expired registration and a malfunction- 
ing light on October 17, only to discover 
three small children in the back seat who 
were not in car seats. The officers learned 
the driver was homeless and living in his 
car in an effort to save money, and realized 
that giving him multiple tickets for his vio- 
lations would not be a fruitful endeavor. 
Instead, they elected to help the man. 

“Giving him three tickets, it wasn’t 
going to do any good,” said Justin Gower, 
one of the officers. “Those kids were still 
going to have to be driven somewhere, 
somehow with no car seats.” 

“We just kind of stepped off to the side 
and said we need to kind of do the right 
thing and get these people some car seats,” 
Officer Cale Hawkins added. 

Fox News reported that Officers Gower 
and Hawkins pooled their money together 
to purchase “three pink age-appropriate 
car seats for the children, ages 1, 3, and 4 
years old.” The Walmart from which they 
purchased the car seats also gave them a 
discount for their good deed. The total cost 
for the three car seats was $145, KVUE 
reported. 

“T recognized some of the management 
staff and told them immediately what I 
wanted to do,” Hawkins explained. “She 
walked back with me and helped me.” 

Officers Hawkins and Gower helped the 
man put the car seats into the vehicle. 

When other officers back at the station 
heard what happened, they chipped in to 
help pay for the car seats as well. 

Meanwhile, the driver, who asked to re- 
main anonymous, was touched by the of- 
ficers’ good deed. “It was nothing short of 
a miracle. It was something that was really 
needed,” he said. 


Fairy Godmothers Galore 


An entire community in Manchester, 
Pennsylvania, came together to ensure that 
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a young girl battling cancer had a home- 
coming dance she’d never forget. 

Hope Westrick, 14, was diagnosed with 
osteosarcoma, a cancer of the bones, two 
years ago. According to the York Daily 
Record, in the two years since Hope’s di- 
agnosis, “a lot of people have stepped in 
to play the supporting role of fairy god- 
mother.” 

The York Daily Record reported that 
members of the community have hosted 
bake sales, sold sweatshirts, and engaged 
in other fundraising activities on behalf of 
Hope. 

Hope’s father, Robert Maldonado, 
began missing a lot of work after Hope 
was diagnosed, as a result of multiple ap- 
pointments and hospital visits. His col- 
leagues wanted to help, so they pooled 
their hours together and donated a year 
off to Maldonado so that he could spend 
time with his family. “Never in my life 
have I heard anything like that,” he said. 
“We’re not really ones to ask for help. 
We’re a really independent family. For 
us, it’s kind of hard sometimes.” 

His company later asked him to come 
to work for a pizza party, and handed him 
a pizza box to take home to his family. In- 
side was $6,000, which his coworkers had 
helped raise. 

The generosity and support from the 
community, among other things, made it 
possible for Hope to purchase a new dress 
for the dance. She rode in style, too, as a 
limo took her, her date, and her best friend 
to the dance. 

On the day of the dance, approximate- 
ly 60 to 70 friends and family arrived at 
Hope’s home to be with her as she pre- 
pared for her exciting night. 

“Tt was nice,” Maldonado said. “Lots of 
family and friends getting together laugh- 
ing and talking. To get our minds off it a 
little bit.” 

He explained that the community has 
often been to their home to check in on 
Hope while she was in and out of the hos- 
pital, but that this time was different. This 
time, they were there just “enjoying life.” 

At the dance, Hope was surprised with 
a present from Miss New Jersey, Lindsey 
Giannini: a pink lava lamp. 
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Plus One 


Miss New Jersey, Lindsey Giannini, 
helped make Marcus Josey the envy of all 
his friends by agreeing to be his escort at 
Josey’s homecoming dance, which took 
place on October 17. 

Northeastern Senior High School student 
Marcus Josey is battling leukemia and has 
been struggling through chemotherapy. 
He took notice of Giannini in the Miss 
America Pageant and decided to ask her 
to be his date for his school’s homecoming 
dance. He was astonished when she agreed. 
“When I found out she said yes, I instantly 
felt better and my mood went up from that 
moment forward,” he said. 

According to the York Daily Record, 
Josey and Giannini began the evening of 
the dance with photographs at the presti- 
gious Yorktowne Hotel, followed by din- 
ner at the White Rose Bar & Grill. They 
then piled into a limousine and were es- 
corted by 40 motorcycle riders from the 
Shiloh American Legion Riders and War- 
rior Brotherhood motorcycle groups to the 
dance. The group also paid for dinner. 

Josey had a great time at the dance, and 
told the York Daily Record that he and Gi- 
annini danced to every song. 

Giannini did not let the evening end 
after the dance. She suggested that they 
go for ice cream at Friendly’s, where, she 
indicated, they talked about “just normal 
things, just every day kids stuff.” 

At the dance, Giannini gave a pink lava 
lamp to Hope Westrick, a 14-year-old stu- 
dent at Northeastern High School who is 
also battling cancer. 

The York Daily Record also reported 
that businesses in the community gave 
donations to make the evening special for 
Josey. Flowers were donated by Everyone 
Deserves Flowers, and the Yorktowne 
Hotel gave Giannini a complementary 
room for the night. The limousine was 
free, compliments of Diana’s Limousine 
and Corporate Transport. 

Giannini and Josey have become good 
friends, they both reported. The two have 
continued to text and are planning several 
trips, including one to visit cancer patients 
and give out care packages. Mi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Partnering With Putin 


Vladimir Putin wants the United States and Russia to work together to defeat ISIS, as they 
did to defeat the Nazis. But intervening in foreign affairs usually ends up bad for America. 


In his address to the United Nations, Russian President Viadimir Putin suggested an alliance 


between Russia and the United States to defeat the radical Islamists. 


by Fr. James Thornton 


n September 28, 2015, President 
() Vladimir Putin of Russia ad- 

dressed the United Nations Gen- 
eral Assembly in New York. His speech 
dealt primarily with the situation in Syria, 
where radical Islamists seek to overthrow 
the regime of President Bashar al-Assad. 
While Russia supports Assad and has com- 
mitted its military to stop the advance of 
the hyper-radical Islamic State, the United 
States has for some time supported forces 
opposed to Assad, forces led by suppos- 
edly “moderate” Islamists. Unhappily, the 
demarcation line that separates the “mod- 
erates” from the radicals is so poorly de- 
fined that a good deal of the armaments 
and equipment supplied by the United 
States to the “moderates” has found its 
way into the hands of the radicals. 

In attempting to form a type of alliance 
with United States, the Russian president 
spoke as follows: “On the basis of interna- 
tional law, we must join efforts to address 
the problems that all of us are facing and 
create a genuinely broad international co- 
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alition against terrorism. Similar to the anti- 
Hitler coalition, it could unite a broad range 
of forces that are resolutely resisting those 
who, just like the Nazis, sow evil and hatred 
of humankind. And, naturally, the Muslim 
countries are to play a key role in the co- 
alition, even more so because the Islamic 
State does not only pose a direct threat to 
them, but also desecrates one of the greatest 
world religions by its bloody crimes.” 

The reference by Putin to the Second 
World War alliance between the United 
States and the Soviet Union is significant, 
but perhaps not in the way that he in- 
tended. To grasp fully the implications of 
the sort of alliance touted by the Russian 
president, let us briefly review the evolu- 
tion of American foreign policy. 


A Policy of Peace 

In his Farewell Address, President George 
Washington admonished his countrymen 
to avoid allowing the newly independent 
United States to be dragged into the on- 
going wars and strife that characterized 
Europe. “The great rule of conduct for 
us in regard to foreign nations,” he said, 


“is in extending our commercial rela- 
tions, to have with them as little politi- 
cal connection as possible. So far as we 
have already formed engagements, let 
them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. 
Here let us stop. Europe has a set of pri- 
mary interests which to us have none; or 
a very remote relation. Hence she must 
be engaged in frequent controversies, the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to 
our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be 
unwise in us to implicate ourselves by ar- 
tificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of 
her politics, or the ordinary combinations 
and collisions of her friendships or enmi- 
ties. Our detached and distant situation 
invites and enables us to pursue a differ- 
ent course.” In other words, while friend- 
ship and trade with all countries is a good 
thing, the United States should maintain 
strict neutrality when it comes to Europe’s 
seemingly everlasting quarrels since they 
involve nothing that concerns this country. 

President Thomas Jefferson spoke simi- 
larly when, in his 1801 inaugural address, 
he advocated “peace, commerce, and 
honest friendship with all nations, entan- 
gling alliances with none.” That policy of 
friendship and trade with all, but alliances 
with none, remained the cornerstone of 
our country’s foreign policy throughout 
the 19th century. Indeed, during that time 
there were occasional conflicts with other 
nations. But these involved the immediate 
interests, or the defense of the sovereignty, 
of the United States. Let us review major 
events in America’s foreign policy during 
that period. 

An example of a policy that involved 
America’s interests was the First Barbary 
War, which began in 1801. Pirates along 
the North African coast regularly attacked 
commercial vessels, including those of 
the United States, seizing them and either 
holding their captives for ransom or sell- 
ing them into slavery. In exchange for trib- 
ute payments, the Pasha of Tripoli offered 
protection against these attacks. For some 
time, the United States paid the protec- 
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Navy, thereby triggering the War of 1812. 


tion money, but when Tripoli demanded 
increased payments, the United States 
refused. A squadron of ships was sent to 
the Mediterranean and, when threatened 
by Tripolitanian pirates, engaged them in 
battle. A blockade was enforced against 
Tripoli, and both sea and land battles en- 
sued. The climax came when a U.S.-led 
army crossed the desert from Alexandria 
to the city of Derna, which was captured. 
The Pasha, fearful of further encroachment 
by the U.S. forces, agreed to terms and 
signed a peace treaty that satisfied Ameri- 
can concerns. A Second Barbary War was 
fought in 1815 when the Barbary States re- 
turned to their old practices. Two powerful 
American squadrons under Commodores 
William Bainbridge and Stephen Decatur 
entered the Mediterranean, attacking and 
capturing enemy ships. U.S. envoys de- 
manded an end to piracy and threatened 
the North African rulers. The war ended 
with a new treaty that guaranteed Ameri- 
can rights in the Mediterranean, granted 
compensation for American losses, and 
freed American and European captives. 
Another example of war to uphold 
American interests was the War of 1812, 


Britain stopped American ships to seize American sailors, forcing them to serve in the Royal 


declared by the United States against 
Britain on June 18, 1812. Hostilities 
were brought about when Britain stopped 
American ships on the high seas to seize 
American seamen and impress, or force, 
them to serve in the Royal Navy. That was 
a direct assault on American sovereignty 
and an attack on the ability of the United 
States to sail the oceans of the world for 
purposes of peaceful commerce and com- 
munication unmolested. To make matters 
worse, Britain tried to foment an upris- 
ing by Indians on the American frontier. 
After more than two years of war, during 
which part of Maine was occupied and the 
U.S. capital burned, negotiations brought 
peace. The Treaty of Ghent was signed in 
December 1814, in which American griev- 
ances were satisfactorily addressed. 

To discourage further European imperial 
adventures in the Americas, in 1823, Presi- 
dent James Monroe proclaimed what came 
to be known as the Monroe Doctrine, stat- 
ing that any attempt by Europe to establish 
new colonies in the Western Hemisphere 
would be regarded as an act of aggression 
against the United States. The point of that 
declaration was to keep any European con- 


The battleship Maine was dispatched, arriving January 25. On 
February 15 the Maine mysteriously exploded and sank, killing 266 


American sailors. 
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flicts from spilling over into the Americas 
and, thereby, to avoid ensnaring the United 
States in Europe’s disputes. 

In 1836, the Republic of Texas came 
into being, having achieved independence 
from Mexico. It was subsequently recog- 
nized as a sovereign country by the United 
States and several European countries. In 
October 1845, a substantial majority of 
the citizens of Texas voted in favor of 
union with the United States. That union 
became official in February 1846. Unfor- 
tunately, there arose a dispute between the 
United States and Mexico as to the precise 
location of the western borders of Texas. 

Texas had always claimed all of the ter- 
ritory as far south as the Rio Grande, while 
Mexico insisted that the borders of Texas 
extended no further south than the Nueces 
River, a difference involving a huge swath 
of territory. Both the United States and 
Mexico sent in troops. In April 1846, a 
large Mexican force ambushed and over- 
whelmed a small American force of about 
80 men, killing 11, wounding six, and cap- 
turing the remainder. President Polk stated 
that Mexico had invaded American terri- 
tory and shed American blood, and asked 
Congress to declare war, which it did. Asa 
result of the American victory in that war, 
the United States gained not only Texas, 
but also the territory that is now Califor- 
nia, Nevada, Utah, Arizona, New Mexico, 
most of Colorado, and a small portion of 
Wyoming. For that, the United States paid 
Mexico $15 million (the equivalent today 
of nearly $500 million), and the United 
States agreed to assume the debts owed by 
Mexico to American citizens, amounting 
to $3.25 million (the equivalent today of 
about $88.6 million). Later, in 1854, Mex- 
ico agreed to sell what today is southern 
Arizona and a small slice of land in south- 
west New Mexico to the United States 
for $10 million (the equivalent today of 
about $260 million). The land was needed 
so that a transcontinental railroad could 
be constructed along a southern route that 
avoided mountainous terrain. 

From about the 1630s, it was the nation- 
al policy of Japan that no foreigner could 
enter Japan and no Japanese could leave 
that country under penalty of death. Even 
in cases of shipwreck — more common 
then than now — survivors were usually 
executed for stepping foot on Japanese soil. 
There were exceptions to the isolation: A 
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small amount of trade was allowed with 
the Dutch and the Chinese, but even here 
the contact between the Japanese and for- 
eigners was restricted to a small island just 
off the coast of Nagasaki. Foreigners could 
not leave the island to enter Japan proper. 
In 1853, U.S. Admiral Matthew C. Perry 
sailed into Edo (now Tokyo) Bay and pre- 
sented letters to the Japanese representa- 
tives demanding that Japan be opened to 
foreign shipping and trade. He returned in 
1854 and signed a treaty opening Japan to 
American trade, establishing an American 
consulate, and assuring that shipwrecked 
sailors would no longer be killed but shown 
hospitality until they could return home. 

The government of Abraham Lincoln 
was particularly vigorous in its attempts to 
keep the European powers from interfer- 
ing in the War Between the States. Britain 
and France were both warned that formal 
recognition of the Confederacy by them 
would mean war with the United States. 
Whether the United States would actually 
have declared war as a result of recogni- 
tion is another matter. 

War between the United States and Brit- 
ain nearly erupted as a result of what is 
known as the Trent Affair. On November 
8, 1861, the USS San Jacinto stopped the 
British mail steamer HMS Trent as she was 
sailing toward the Caribbean island of St. 
Thomas (then a Danish possession). On 
board were two Confederate diplomats, 
James Mason and John Slidell, on their 
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way to Europe for discussions with British 
and French authorities. The U.S. captain, 
Charles Wilkes, arrested the two diplomats, 
declaring them “contraband of war”; re- 
moved them to the San Jacinto; and trans- 
ported them to Boston, where they were 
held as prisoners. While many people in 
the North were delighted with the seizure 
of the Confederates, a careful review of 
maritime law brought forth serious doubts 
about the legality of the action. In Britain, 
news of the seizure, seen as a flagrant insult 
to the British flag, brought an explosion of 
outrage. London demanded an apology and 
the immediate release of the Confederate 
diplomats. Meanwhile, British troops were 
dispatched to Canada in case war broke out. 
Though initially reluctant to back down, 
Lincoln ultimately acquiesced to the British 
demands, realizing that were Britain to de- 
clare war at the same time the war with the 
Confederacy was being fought, the United 
States would be hard pressed to prevail. 

Less than two years after the end of 
America’s fratricidal war, the United 
States agreed to purchase the vast terri- 
tory of Alaska from Russia for $7.2 mil- 
lion. Russia was concerned that in any fu- 
ture war with Britain or the United States, 
Alaska could not be defended, and so it 
was better, they thought, to sell it. The 
transfer ceremony took place in Sitka on 
October 18, 1867. 

The Kingdom of Hawaii gained the rec- 
ognition of the United States and the major 


In September 1847, Mexico City fell to the army of General Winfield 
Scott after a series of intense battles beginning at the port of Vera 
Cruz six months before. 


European powers in the 1840s. In 1887, 
a constitutional monarchy was created, 
the constitution of which the king, Kal- 
akaua, only reluctantly signed. When the 
king died in 1891, his sister, Lili‘uokalani, 
succeeded him as monarch. Not liking the 
restrictions on monarchical power in the 
1887 constitution, the queen began the 
process of adopting a new constitution, 
which would restore some of the rights 
of the throne. In 1893, men opposed to 
any constitutional revision overthrew the 
queen, proclaiming a provisional govern- 
ment. A petition was sent to the United 
States asking that it annex Hawaii. How- 
ever, President Grover Cleveland, dis- 
approving of the manner in which the 
queen’s government was toppled, declined 
to annex the islands. An independent Re- 
public of Hawaii was then formed and the 
idea of annexation by the United States 
was set aside until after the expiration of 
President Cleveland’s term of office. The 
islands were formally annexed as the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii in July 1898 during the 
administration of William McKinley. 

By the late 19th century, the United 
States had become a major power in the 
world. Evidence of that power was the 
Spanish-American War. Some historians 
regard that war as the beginning of Ameri- 
can interventionism in the world’s affairs. 
Others dispute that, since no foreign alli- 
ances were involved, seeing it only as a 
part of American expansionism that had 
begun with the Louisiana Purchase. 

In February 1895, Cubans began an 
insurrection against Spain’s control of 
the island. Over the next several years 
this struggle for independence became 
ever more harsh and bloody, so that by 
early January 1898 the American consul- 
general in Havana, Fitzhugh Lee, came 
to believe that American lives and prop- 
erty were in danger. He therefore asked 
the United States to send a battleship to 
Havana Harbor as a show of force, to dis- 
courage any threats to American citizens. 
The battleship Maine was dispatched, 
arriving January 25. On February 15 the 
Maine mysteriously exploded and sank, 
killing 266 American sailors. An Ameri- 
can Board of Inquiry determined that the 
ship was likely sunk by a mine, while 
Spain’s investigatory commission deter- 
mined that the explosion came from a 
malfunction inside the ship itself. 
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Millions were slaughtered, and the war soon developed into a 
protracted stalemate in which, ona daily basis, each side sacrificed 
thousands upon thousands of soldiers just for the sake of winning a 


few yards of ground. 


In 1974, Admiral Hyman Rickover led 
an investigation of the sinking, concluding 
that a fire in the coal bunker caused an ex- 
plosion in an adjacent ammunition maga- 
zine. Another investigation, this one fi- 
nanced by National Geographic magazine, 
was inconclusive and only demonstrated 
that either theory — internal coal fire or 
external mine — was possible. Whatever 
the case, which we may never know with 
certainty, it is highly improbable that the 
Spanish government or military would 
have authorized the deliberate sinking of 
an American warship and thereby sparked 
a war in which a Spanish defeat was a near 
certainty. At the same time, it is abundantly 
evident that elements within the American 
political establishment of that time desired 
war and thus seized the occasion of the 
sinking to rouse public opinion in favor of 
war. “Remember the Maine” became their 
incendiary catchphrase. 

On March 30, 1898 the United States 
demanded that Spain grant Cuba immedi- 
ate independence, a demand that Spain re- 
fused the following day. Consequently, on 
April 11, President McKinley asked Con- 
gress to authorize the deployment of U.S. 
troops to Cuba to end the strife there. Con- 
gress passed a joint resolution demanding 
Spain’s immediate withdrawal from Cuba 
and authorizing McKinley to use whatev- 
er force necessary to gain Cuba’s indepen- 
dence. An ultimatum was sent to Spain, 
and the United States initiated a blockade 
of the island. That brought a declaration of 
war by Spain against the United States on 
April 23. On April 25, Congress declared 
war on Spain retroactive to April 21. 

At the Battle of Manila Bay, May 1, 
1898, the U.S. Asiatic Squadron, led by 
Commodore George Dewey, defeated and 
destroyed a Spanish squadron and seized 
Manila. Subsequently, 11,000 U.S. troops 
landed on the Philippines, which then came 
under American tutelage. The Spanish- 
controlled island of Guam was captured 
without bloodshed on June 20. Puerto 
Rico was attacked by sea beginning May 
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12, and by land June 25. Armed conflict 
continued on that island until the end of the 
war. Victory in Cuba was achieved by joint 
naval and ground action. The U.S. Navy 
first took Guantanamo Bay in early June, 
and then Santiago de Cuba in early July. 
Ground troops were landed in the far south, 
just east of Santiago de Cuba. Over the next 
several weeks the United States fought and 
won a fiercely contested series of battles. 
After its string of defeats, especially at sea, 
Spain sued for peace. On August 12, an ar- 
mistice was signed, halting all hostilities, 
followed by a peace treaty on December 
10. As a result, Spain ceded control of the 
Philippines, Guam, and Puerto Rico to the 
United States, and also relinquished control 
of Cuba, which became a U.S. protector- 
ate. Thus America gained several overseas 
possessions that, among other things, vastly 
enhanced its naval strength. 

That brings us to the end of the 19th 
century, a period that saw the United 
States rise from a comparatively weak na- 
tion into one of the great powers of the 
world. Throughout that period, the United 
States avoided any involvement in Eu- 
rope’s rivalries, in accordance with the 
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Though the precise cause of the 

1 sinking of the USS Maine was never 
determined, the disaster was used 

by establishment politicians and the 

press to incite war with Spain. ~ 


wise counsel of Presidents Washington 
and Jefferson. It did indeed expand across 
the North American continent, and even- 
tually acquired several overseas posses- 
sions. The wisdom in the case of the latter 
has often been debated. Yet, whatever its 
disadvantages, its long-term effects did 
not have the catastrophic repercussions on 
the world and on our country as did our 
involvement in the wars and conflicts of 
the 20th century, as we shall now see. 


World at War 

On July 28, 1914, Europe began its de- 
scent into the bloodbath that came to be 
called the First World War. Triggered by 
the assassination of the Archduke Franz 
Ferdinand of Austria-Hungary, heir to the 
throne of his country, the war involved 
Austria-Hungary, Serbia, Germany, Italy, 
France, Russia, Great Britain, Japan, and 
the Ottoman Empire. Upon the war’s 
outbreak, none of the countries involved 
imagined that it would be anything but a 
comparatively short war. Some boasted 
that it would all be over by Christmas. But 
that was not to be. Military technology had 
advanced considerably since the last major 
European conflict. Rapid-firing machine 
guns were ubiquitous, against which the 
individual soldier had no protection except 
to remain hidden in his trench. Millions 
were slaughtered, and the war soon devel- 
oped into a protracted stalemate in which, 
on a daily basis, each side sacrificed thou- 
sands upon thousands of soldiers just for 
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With the eniry of the United States into WWI, millions of Americans were drafted. Ultimately 
116,708 Americans were killed in a war that simply guaranteed another war. 


the sake of winning a few yards of ground. 

Shortly after the war began, and espe- 
cially after the invasion of Belgium by 
Germany, Britain’s propaganda factories 
launched into a frenzy of fabrications, the 
object of which was to provoke America 
into joining the war. It was alleged that 
German soldiers — thereafter referred to as 
“Huns” — were chopping off the hands and 
feet of Belgian children, roasting and eating 
Belgian babies, engaging in mass rapes of 
Belgian women, executing patriotic Bel- 
gian boy scouts, and so forth ad infinitum. 
It was claimed that Kaiser Wilhelm was in- 
tent on conquering the entire world, which, 
to people familiar with the military and 
other resources of Germany compared with 
that of the world she supposedly intended 
to conquer, was patently absurd. No story, 
it seems, was too lurid to publish. America 
was flooded with sensationalist pamphlets 
repeating these allegations, which were 
then picked up and spread by the press. 
Britain had also managed early in the war to 
cut the Atlantic cable linking Germany with 
the United States, thereby assuring that all 
war news reaching this country was filtered 
through Britain. 

The sinking of the RMS Lusitania in 
May 1915 was also employed in propa- 
gandistic fashion by Britain to push the 
United States into the war. The ocean 
liner was portrayed by the British as an 
innocent victim of German barbarity and, 
indeed, 1,198 people, 128 of whom were 
Americans, perished with her. The British 
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insisted that the ship carried no contra- 
band, but in fact she carried large quan- 
tities of ammunition, explosives, and 
materials used to manufacture weapons. 
Only one torpedo struck the ship, yet that 
explosion caused a second larger explo- 
sion, so damaging the Lusitania that she 
sank in just 18 minutes, something only 
possible for a ship of that size if it were 
packed with explosives. 

It is likely that the Wilson administra- 
tion was surreptitiously supplying Brit- 
ain with war materials in violation of 
our declaration of neutrality. At the same 
time, the British Admiralty was aware of 
the location of German U-boats around 
the British Isles, since it had broken the 
German naval code. It was thus aware of 
U-boats off the coast of Ireland, where 
the Lusitania would pass. The Lusitania 
had been ordered to sail slowly as she 
approached the Irish coast to rendezvous 
with a naval escort ship, which made 
the great liner an easy target. Strangely 
enough, the escort ship never showed up 
and the Lusitania, proceeding slowly as 
she awaited her escort, was left a veri- 
table sitting duck. 

These extremely suspicious circum- 
stances were not reported by the press, 
and so American opinion was inflamed. 
One consequence of the sinking was that 
in September 1915, at American insis- 
tence, the German government tempo- 
rarily suspended its policy of unrestricted 
submarine warfare. Yet, since the ending 


of that submarine warfare left Germany 
almost helpless in dealing with the Brit- 
ish blockade of Germany, a blockade that 
was rapidly propelling the country to the 
brink of starvation, in February 1917 
it was forced to resume such warfare 
against any and all ships entering what 
was defined by Germany as a war zone 
around the British Isles. 

The final straw for Americans was the 
Zimmermann Telegram, in which the Ger- 
man Foreign Office offered Mexico an 
alliance if, and only if, the United States 
entered the war against Germany. In that 
case, Mexico would be expected to attack 
the United States and, were Germany and 
its allies victorious, was promised the re- 
turn of Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona, 
territories she had lost in the 1830s and 
40s. The whole idea was a major blunder 
by the German foreign office and, truth 
be told, ludicrous given the abysmal con- 
dition of Mexico’s military, which could 
never have been a serious threat to the 
United States. Nevertheless, the telegram 
was intercepted and decoded by the Brit- 
ish and then given to the American ambas- 
sador to Britain, Walter Hines Page, who 
forwarded it to President Wilson. Wilson, 
in turn, released it to the press. Americans 
were stunned and infuriated. Wilson went 
to Congress asking for war against Germa- 
ny, which Congress declared on April 6, 
1917. Could American involvement in the 
war have been avoided? Had we honored 
Germany’s U-boat blockade of Britain as 
we did Britain’s blockade of Germany, 
there would have been no casus belli, 
there would have been nothing to provoke 
us into the war. But the Wilson administra- 
tion, rather than remaining truly neutral as 
it had declared, continued secretly to pro- 
vide material aid to Britain. 

So it was that 121 years after Washing- 
ton’s Farewell Address, in which Ameri- 
cans were admonished to stay out of 
Europe’s wars, the United States leaped 
headlong into a European war, losing 
116,708 men killed or missing, and step- 
ping onto a slippery slope the bottom of 
which has yet, almost a hundred years later, 
to be found. Faced with fresh American 
troops and strangled by the British block- 
age, by the end of 1918 Germany found it 
impossible to continue the struggle. 

After the end of hostilities, a backlash 
developed in America against the idea of 
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The United States, gaining nothing materially from its victory, was 
forced to take on new burdens in assisting the recovery of Western 


Europe and Japan and in defending the Free World from a newly 


aggressive Soviet Union. 


American involvement in the affairs of 
Europe. The peace created by the Treaty 
of Versailles solved none of Europe’s 
problems and created a host of new ones. 
The throwing together of peoples who had 
ancient grievances against one another 
into new, artificially created countries; the 
shifting of borders that left ethnic minori- 
ties under hostile governments; and the 
denial by the victors of the rights of the 
vanquished to be able to defend themselves 
established a Europe rife with bitter resent- 
ments. The U.S. Senate wisely rejected 
Wilson’s League of Nations, which would 
have compromised American sovereignty, 
and the Treaty of Versailles, which, in its 
vindictiveness, violated many of the ide- 
als that Wilson had himself trumpeted so 
loudly. President Wilson had promised “a 
war to make the world safe for democracy,” 
but created a world in which dictatorships 
sprang up everywhere. He promised “a war 


to end all wars,” but set in motion forces 
that guaranteed a new and even more ter- 
rible war within a generation. 

How catastrophic was American inter- 
vention in the First World War? Winston 
Churchill answered that question in an 
interview given to William Griffin, pub- 
lisher of the New York Enquirer, in August 
1936. (Churchill later denied making these 
comments, but in October 1939 Griffin in- 
sisted in sworn testimony before Congress 
that he had.) Churchill said, “America 
should have minded her own business and 
stayed out of the World War. If you hadn’t 
entered the war the Allies would have 
made peace with Germany in the Spring 
of 1917. Had we made peace then there 
would have been no collapse in Russia fol- 
lowed by Communism, no breakdown in 
Italy followed by Fascism, and Germany 
would not have signed the Versailles Trea- 
ty, which has enthroned Nazism in Germa- 
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While assuring the American people that the United States would not be involved in another 
foreign war, FDR provoked Japan throughout 1941, until she attacked at Pearl Harbor. 
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ny. If America had stayed out of the war, 
all these ‘isms’ wouldn’t today be sweep- 
ing the continent of Europe and breaking 
down parliamentary government — and if 
England had made peace early in 1917, it 
would have saved over one million Brit- 
ish, French, American, and other lives.” 
When, during the 1920s, British prop- 
agandists admitted that they had lied about 
German soldiers eating Belgian babies, 
chopping off the hands and feet of children, 
raping helpless women, and all the rest, a 
deep revulsion swept America against any 
further involvement in Europe’s disputes. 
On September 1, 1939, almost 20 years 
after the signing of the Versailles Treaty, a 
new war —a war of revenge — broke out in 
Europe. Once again Britain pulled out all of 
the stops to try to drag America into the war; 
but resistance to involvement was over- 
whelming. Polling showed no less than 79 
percent and often as much as 95 percent of 
the American people wanted nothing to do 
with another foreign war. It was only after 
President Roosevelt succeeded in baiting 
Japan into attacking Pearl Harbor (see my 
review of President Herbert Hoover’s book, 
Freedom Betrayed, in THE NEW AMERICAN, 
March 5, 2012) that America was able to 
enter the war. And so, once again, America 
was thrust into a war she had not desired, 
this time costing the country more than 
400,000 lives and more than $300 billion 
(more than $4 trillion in current dollars). 


How Does America Benefit? 

So let us now revisit President Putin’s 
address of September 28, 2015. He is, of 
course, correct that the alliance between 
the United States and the U.S.S.R. suc- 
ceeded in defeating Hitler and his Nation- 
al Socialist ideology. However, what he 
does not mention is that that alliance also 
made Stalin and his communist ideology 
the only real victors in the war. 

Britain and France, exhausted by the 
war, quickly lost their overseas empires 
and were no longer counted among the 
world’s great powers. The United States, 
gaining nothing materially from its victo- 
ry, was forced to take on new burdens in 
assisting the recovery of Western Europe 
and Japan and in defending the Free World 
from a newly aggressive Soviet Union. In 
contrast, Stalin’s U.S.S.R. gained a huge 
new empire in Eastern Europe that en- 
compassed East Germany, Czechoslova- 
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kia, Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, Yugo- 
slavia, Albania, and Poland — Poland, the 
very country whose seizure by Germany 
brought on the war in the first place, was 
given over the Soviets. In the Far East, the 
Soviets seized Manchuria (then a Japanese 
puppet state known as “Manchukuo’”), 
Inner Mongolia, the whole of Sakhalin 
Island, the Kuril Islands, and the north- 
ern half of Korea. Manchuria and Inner 
Mongolia were then used as bases for the 
seizure of China by Mao Tse-tung’s Chi- 
nese Communists in 1949. In every one 
of these countries, or portions of coun- 
tries, ruthless and brutal communization 
was the order of the day and tens of mil- 
lions were murdered outright or worked to 
death in forced-labor gulags. Additionally, 
our country was made a member of the 
United Nations, an odious international 
organization that infringes on American 
sovereignty, that acts as a nest of subver- 
sion inside our own country, and that has 
been every bit as useless in preventing 
wars as was the League of Nations. 

Far from making the world a better and 
more peaceful place in which to live, the 
alliance with Soviet Russia simply added 
enormously to the burdens of the American 
people and to the suffering of the people 
of the world. The struggle to contain com- 
munist imperialism in Korea and Vietnam 
cost another 100,000 American lives and 
hundreds of billions of dollars in Ameri- 
can treasure. And the end consequences of 
these and other wars in which the United 
States has been involved since then have 
inevitably been new crises and new wars — 
“perpetual war for perpetual peace,” as his- 
torian Harry Elmer Barnes famously put it. 

In recent years our country has entered 
into military actions in Iraq, Afghanistan, 
Libya, and Syria. Once again, our activi- 
ties have made ugly situations much ug- 
lier. Why, for instance, is it in our interests 
to overthrow President Assad of Syria? 
How did the United States benefit from the 
overthrow of Colonel Gadhafi of Libya? 
In what way were American interests 
served by overthrowing Saddam Hussein 
who, despite lies to the contrary, did not 
have weapons of mass destruction? Assad 
may not be, and Gadhafi and Saddam Hus- 
sein may not have been “democrats” but 
their authoritarianism notwithstanding, 
they are, or were, no threat to the United 
States, they maintained stability in their 
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American troops have been involved in wars in Afghanistan and Iraq since 2001 and 2003 
respectively, yet neither country is any closer to stability or to representative government. 


countries, and they kept the peace between 
the various religious groups living in their 
countries. Our encouragement of rebellion, 
our arming of rebels, and our participation 
in actions against them have brought un- 
precedented chaos to those regions of the 
world; have cost hundreds of thousands 
of lives; have made an extremely militant 
form of Islam a dangerous adversary that 
threatens, among other things, to wipe out 
Christianity in the countries involved; and 
have precipitated an ongoing refugee cri- 
sis that is overwhelming Europe. 

So, we must pose these questions: If 
the United States were to partner with 
Russia as proposed by Putin, would in- 
terventionism suddenly become a good 
thing? Or would it be better for the United 
States to return to the policy advocated 
by Presidents Washington and Jefferson? 
Could the United States cease being the 
“policeman of the world” and instead put 
the interests of its own people first, as was 
done for the most part in the 19th centu- 
ry? Certainly it is possible to return to our 
pre-interventionist policies, and certainly 
it would be better for the American people. 

First, to protect our own country from 
any possible aggression, we must main- 
tain a defensive posture second to none. 
Second, we must insist that the wealthy 
countries of Europe (for example, Britain, 
France, and Germany) and Asia (for exam- 
ple, Japan) undertake to defend themselves 
and their regions instead of relying on the 
United States as their protector. The com- 


bined defense budgets of the four countries 
just parenthetically noted come to slightly 
over $200 billion, while the United States 
spends $581 billion in its role as protector 
of the world. Third, we must put aside the 
notion that the United States is somehow 
obligated to spread “democracy” through- 
out the world. We must recognize, as we 
once did, that the concept of representative 
government limited by a written consti- 
tution (which the liberals invariably term 
“democracy” though a government of law 
under a constitution is a republic) works 
well with some nations and with some cul- 
tures, and works poorly, or not at all, with 
others. Fourth, once disengagement is ac- 
complished, the United States must resolve 
never again to try to be the policeman of the 
world. America’s national resources are not 
infinite and the cost in lives and treasure is 
ultimately ruinous. That applies as well to 
the notion of buying influence and friend- 
ship through foreign aid. 

As the world’s policeman, we have 
simply generated anger and hostility from 
people who never asked us to interfere 
in the internal affairs of their countries. 
When we maintained the policy of friend- 
ship and trade with all, and entangling al- 
liances with none, we were respected and 
admired by nearly all the world. The time 
has come to listen to the sage advice, and 
follow the ways, of our American forefa- 
thers. The time has come to close our ears 
permanently to the siren songs of interna- 
tionalism and interventionism. Hf 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Known Burglar 
Gets Caught 


NOLO.com reported out of New Orleans 
about a burglary suspect who had a repu- 
tation with local law enforcement as a 
professional burglar. The suspect, Kelly 
Jackson, was shot multiple times after a 
homeowner discovered him in his stor- 
age shed on October 27. The 68-year-old 
homeowner heard noises coming from his 
shed, so he armed himself with his pistol 
and went to investigate. As the home- 
owner approached his shed, he discovered 
the suspect emerging from the shed and 
ordered him to halt. The homeowner says 
that Jackson did not follow the homeown- 
er’s orders to wait for police to arrive. 

According to the homeowner, Jackson 
lunged at him and began struggling with 
him, trying to wrestle the gun away. In the 
struggle, the homeowner managed to fire off 
several shots from his gun and hit Jackson 
in the back, leg, and stomach. The injured 
suspect then attempted to flee the scene on 
a bicycle, but he did not get far. Arresting 
officers found the wounded Jackson hiding 
underneath a house only a few blocks from 
the scene of the original burglary. 

This wasn’t Jackson’s first run-in with 
the law, as the police report described him 
as “a known burglar in the (NOPD’s) 6th 
District.” New Orleans Police Department 
investigators stated that they believe Jack- 
son is responsible for at least three other 
burglaries in the area, and authorities are 
planning to charge him with even more 
crimes. The Orleans Parish District Attor- 
ney’s Office is still reviewing the details of 
the shooting, but it appears so far that the 
homeowner’s actions were a textbook case 
of justified self-defense. 


Armed and Ready 


KENSS5.com reported out of New 
Braunfels, Texas, on November 2 about 
a gang of burglars who robbed houses 
and then would set them on fire. Sergeant 
Zachary McBridge of the Guadalupe 
County Sheriff’s Office said the suspects 
would break in to houses, burglarize them, 
and then set the fires to “mask or hide the 
fact that the burglaries occurred.” Their 
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crime spree was interrupted when one of 
their gang encountered an armed home- 
owner. The would-be burglar/arsonist was 
shot by a homeowner on the gang’s last 
attempted break-in. KENS5.com reported 
that 31-year-old Phillip Owens broke in to 
a residence, but was shot almost immedi- 
ately by an armed resident. 

Neighbors were upset about the shooting 
and stated that they were going to increase 
their security precautions. Stefanie Man- 
chaca told KENS5.com about what she’s 
doing to prepare. “I’m definitely armed 
and ready. Everything that’s happened in 
the last 24 hours around here is proof of 
that,” Manchaca told KENSS.com. 


Shot and Ditched 


KXII.com reported out of Carter County, 
Oklahoma, on November 3 about a bur- 
glary suspect whose day went from bad 
to worse. 

A homeowner was returning home when 
he caught the thief in the act. Homeowner 
Sammy Stanfield told KXII.com that he 
witnessed a trespasser exit his garage. 
Stanfield quickly retrieved his .22-caliber 
rifle from his truck and ordered the man 
to stop. When the intruder refused to heed 
his commands, Stanfield fired the rifle at 
the suspect. “He was coming out of my ga- 
rage and he was coming at me and I asked 
him to stop and he didn’t... [I tried] to get 
him to stop ... and he just wouldn’t. He 
wouldn’t stop,” Stanfield told KXII.com. 
After firing a warning shot that didn’t 
stop the suspect’s advance, Stanfield fired 
again and shot the burglar in the arm. The 
injured burglar fled into a nearby vehicle 
and tried backing out of the driveway but 
inadvertently got stuck in a ditch. 

The Carter County Sheriff’s Depart- 
ment reported that Stanfield fired a few 
rounds into the suspect’s vehicle to disable 
it. The injured suspect was not willing to 
give up and jumped out of the inoperable 
car and moved toward Stanfield yet again. 
Stanfield aimed his rifle at the suspect and 
told him to get on the ground or he would 
be shot. The suspect finally listened to rea- 
son and complied. 

Officers soon arrived on the scene and 
took the suspect for medical treatment. 


After the suspect was released from the 
hospital, he was booked in the local jail on 
burglary charges. The investigation is on- 
going, but officers did locate welding tools 
in the suspect’s vehicle and believe that he 
is responsible for several other burglaries. 
Stanfield looked back on what happened 
with shock and disbelief: “I just did what 
I had to do to get him to stop.... You hate 
to do it anytime.” 


Creepy Crawler 


In one of the more disturbing stories to be 
featured in this column, the NBC affiliate 
KGW.com reported on October 22 out of 
Portland, Oregon, about a husband and 
wife who were awakened in the middle of 
the night by a nude trespasser in their bed. 

The incident occurred in Northwest 
Portland, where Portland police say a 
burglary suspect broke in to the couple’s 
home and began stealing some of their be- 
longings. At some point, the man stopped 
taking personal possessions and entered 
the couple’s bedroom. The suspect then 
took off his clothes and crawled into bed 
with the sleeping couple. He even climbed 
right next to the man and kissed him! 

The husband woke up to discover the 
suspect sitting right next to him, holding 
a knife. The terrified husband shoved the 
man off him, to the floor. The husband 
grabbed his loaded handgun and pointed 
it at the intruder and yelled for him to 
stop. The deranged intruder hurriedly put 
his pants back on and then fled the house. 
The husband fired at him but did not hit 
the burglar. 

The suspect kept running from the scene 
but then tried breaking in to another house 
on a different street and was apprehended 
by police, who took him into custody. Po- 
lice took the suspect to a nearby medical 
facility for treatment for what they thought 
might have been drug use. The suspect 
was later charged with first- and second- 
degree burglary, first-degree sex abuse, 
and unlawful use of a weapon. 

The husband was grateful to have sur- 
vived the incident with no bloodshed, but 
there’s no telling how long the mental 
scars he suffered as a result will last. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Is Global Warming 
the Greatest Threat 


to National Security? 


Item: During the November 14, 2015 

presidential debate hosted by CBS, Senator 
Bernie Sanders was asked, “In the previ- 

ous [debate] you said the greatest threat to 

national security was climate change. Do 

you still believe that?” To which Sanders 

responded, “Absolutely. In fact, climate 

change is directly related to the growth 

of terrorism. And if we do not get our act 

together and listen to what the scientists 

say you're gonna see countries all over 
the world — this is what the C.LA. says, 

they’re gonna be struggling over limited 
amounts of water, limited amounts of land 
to grow their crops. And you're gonna see 

all kinds of international conflict.” 

Item: Jn his November 16, 2015 op-ed 
for the New York Times, following the 
deadly Paris terror attacks, economist 
Paul Krugman stated, “Finally, terrorism 
is just one of many dangers in the world, 

and shouldn t be allowed to divert our at- 
tention from other issues. Sorry, conser- 
vatives: when President Obama describes 
climate change as the greatest threat we 
face, he’s exactly right. Terrorism can t 
and wont destroy our civilization, but 
global warming could and might.” 

ITEM: Jn a speech delivered at Old Do- 
minion University in Norfolk on Novem- 
ber 10, Secretary of State John Kerry said 
global warming is a threat to national 
security. “We have to prepare ourselves 
for the potential social and political con- 
sequences that stem from crop failures, 

water shortages, famine and outbreaks of 
epidemic disease,” he said. “And we have 
to heighten our national security readi- 
ness to deal with the possible destruction 
of vital infrastructure and the mass move- 
ment of refugees — particularly in parts 
of the world that already provide fertile 
ground for violent extremism and terror.”’ 

Item: President Obama opened his Sep- 
tember 22, 2014 speech to the United 
Nations Climate Summit of world lead- 
ers in New York City declaring, “For all 
the immediate challenges that we gather 
to address this week — terrorism, insta- 
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The new enemy: According to liberals such as Democratic presidential candidate Senator Bernie 
Sanders (I-Vt.), climate change is the new existential threat facing humanity, and it is behind 


terrorism and wars worldwide. 


bility, inequality, disease — there’s one 
issue that will define the contours of this 
century more dramatically than any other, 
and that is the urgent and growing threat 
of a changing climate.” During his 2015 
State of the Union address, Obama said, 
“No challenge poses a greater threat to 
future generations than climate change.” 
CORRECTION: For the past several years, 
President Obama, UN bureaucrats, nu- 
merous public officials, Hollywood ce- 
lebrities, and editorialists have claimed 
that global warming (aka climate change, 
climate disruption, extreme weather) is 
a “national security threat,” an “existen- 
tial threat,” a “global security threat,” or 
“the greatest threat” to humanity and the 
planet. Among other things, it is the cause 
(directly or indirectly) of terrorism, war, 
and conflict worldwide, the alarmist choir 
claims. Over the past year, as the UN Cli- 
mate Change Summit in Paris has drawn 
nearer, the fright-peddling rhetoric over 
anthropogenic (man-made) global warm- 
ing (AGW) has escalated dramatically. 
“Global warming is the greatest threat to 
your generation of anything at all, across 
the board,” Vice President Joe Biden told 
college students in lowa. Obama’s former 
secretary of defense Chuck Hagel called 
climate change “a threat multiplier” that 
“has the potential to exacerbate many of 


the challenges we are dealing with today 
— from infectious disease to terrorism.” 

In reference to the war, terrorism, 
and refugee crisis in Syria, Susan Rice, 
Obama’s national security advisor, told an 
audience at Stanford University that “even 
if climate change isn’t the spark that di- 
rectly ignites conflict, it increases the size 
of the powder keg.” 

Likewise, Hillary Clinton blames AGW 
for the Syrian tragedy (which in reality she 
and her former boss, President Obama, 
helped foment). “Then we have to ask our- 
selves, ‘Why is this happening?’” Clinton 
said at an Iowa town hall. “Because of ter- 
rible governance, because of corruption, 
because of conflict, because of climate 
change.” 

Susan Rice and others have specifically 
blamed drought, which they say is caused 
by AGW, for the “conflict” in Syria. 
AGW-caused drought is a frequently 
cited villain in the war-conflict-terrorism 
scenarios of the alarmists. However, as we 
have reported in these pages many times, 
numerous peer-reviewed studies in lead- 
ing scientific journals have confirmed that 
there has been no increasing trend of “ex- 
treme weather” events — droughts, hur- 
ricanes, tornadoes, floods, and wildfires 
— in recent decades. In fact, the trends 
for all of these event categories have been 
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downward, the exact opposite of the pre- 
dictions produced by the computer models 
used by the alarmists. 

Droughts, for instance, have been with 
us since time immemorial, as recorded 
in the Bible, other ancient literature, and 
the geological record. Zengchao Hao, et 
al., in their 2014 study “Global integrated 
drought monitoring and prediction sys- 
tem” in Scientific Data, show a decline in 
the global land area under drought over 
the past 30 years. And a newer study, “Old 
World megadroughts and pluvials during 
the Common Era,” in the November 6, 
2015 issue of the journal Science Advanc- 
es, reports “megadroughts reconstructed 
over north-central Europe in the 11th and 
mid-15th centuries reinforce other evi- 
dence from North America and Asia that 
droughts were more severe, extensive, and 
prolonged over Northern Hemisphere land 
areas before the 20th century.” According 
to the study, the worst megadrought in the 
California and Nevada regions was from 
832 to 1074 A.D., a period of 242 years. 
The worst drought in north-central Europe 
was from 1437 to 1473 A.D., lasting 37 
years. These “extreme weather’ events ob- 
viously occurred before the industrial era 
and therefore can’t reasonably be blamed 
on man-made CO). Dr. Roger Pielke, Jr., 
a professor in the University of Colorado’s 
Environmental Studies Program and a fel- 
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low of the Cooperative Institute for Re- 
search in Environmental Sciences, in testi- 
mony to the U.S. Senate Environment and 
Public Works Committee in 2013, summa- 
rized the evidence showing that droughts 
have “for the most part, become shorter, 
less frequent, and cover a smaller portion 
of the U.S. over the last century.” 

But what about the hurricanes and tor- 
nadoes? The alarmists insist AGW-caused 
“superstorms” are causing, and will cause, 
increasing strife, war, conflict, and terror- 
ism. Well, cyclonic activity has declined 
in recent years. Lord Christopher Monck- 
ton, former science advisor to British 
Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, noted 
in a May 21, 2015 column on the popular 
meteorology/climatology website Watt- 
sUpWithThat.com that “the Accumulated 
Cyclone Energy Index has shown the com- 
bined frequency, intensity, and duration of 
hurricanes and other tropical cyclones to 
have been at or near the lowest level in 
the satellite era over the past five years; 
there have now been seven or eight years 
without a major hurricane making land- 
fall in the U.S., the longest hurricane defi- 
cit in more than a century; and even the 
UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) admits that there has been 
no particular increase either in tropical or 
in extra-tropical storminess to date.” 

A 2013 NOAA report, “NOAA/NCDC 


US Landfalling hurricanes,” by Harold 
Brooks, a research meteorologist with the 
NOAA National Severe Storms Labora- 
tory in Norman, Oklahoma, found “the 
12-month period from May 2012 to April 
2013 was remarkable for the absence of 
tornado activity and tornado impacts in the 
United States.” The number and intensity 
of tornadoes, and the death tolls and dam- 
ages caused by them, has been far greater 
in times past. 

An extensive study published in the 
Proceedings of the National Academy 
of Sciences of the United States in 2011 
found that times of war and conflict are 
more readily associated with periods of 
global cooling, not warming. The au- 
thors of the study wrote, “Results show 
that cooling from A.D. 1560-1660 caused 
successive agro-ecological, socioeco- 
nomic, and demographic catastrophes, 
leading to the General Crisis of the 
Seventeenth Century.” In addition, the 
report noted: “Cooling during the Cold 
Phase (1560-1660 AD) reduced crop 
yields by shortening the growing season 
and shrinking the cultivated land area... 
Inflating grain prices led to hardships for 
many, and triggered social problems and 
conflicts such as rebellions, revolutions, 
and political reforms. Many of these dis- 
turbances led to armed conflicts, and the 
number of wars increased 41 percent dur- 
ing the Cold Phase.” 

The most important fact to keep in mind 
is that even IPCC chief Rajendra Pachauri 
and other prominent AGW alarmists have 
admitted that there has been no measur- 
able global warming for the past nearly 20 
years! This two-decade “pause” or “hia- 
tus” — during which time the global sea 
ice has increased, as even the alarmists at 
NASA and NOAA acknowledge — is the 
big AGW elephant under the doily. So, if 
there is no provable global warming oc- 
curring, and the evidence shows that none 
of the “extreme weather” nightmares are 
occurring either, and the same shows fur- 
ther that cooling, not warming, is more 
associated with war and conflict, should 
we not then stop the handwringing and hy- 
perventilating over non-existent AGW? 

— WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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Paris Terror: Who Is Responsible? 


irst, socialist French 
H politicians loudly backed — 

brutal jihadists in Syria to 
overthrow the dictatorship of 
Bashar al-Assad. Then they sup- = 
ported open borders so that those  #= i ] 
same jihadists and their victims 
could flood into Europe, where 
the law-abiding populace has 
been largely disarmed and left 
defenseless by those same poli- 
ticians. Now, the French govern- 
ment and Western politicians are 
feigning shock over the tragic 
but entirely predictable terrorist 
attack that claimed more than 120 lives in Paris. And if the same 
sort of policies continue, which appears likely at this point, ana- 
lysts say more attacks in the future are all but inevitable. 

Top U.S. officials and declassified intelligence documents 
have revealed that Obama’s “anti-ISIS” coalition — the gov- 
ernments and dictatorships ruling France, the United Kingdom, 
Turkey, and various Sunni Arab kingdoms — was largely re- 
sponsible for creating, arming, funding, and training the Islamic 
State. “There was no moderate middle” in Syria, Vice President 
Joe Biden explained in a speech, contradicting Obama and his 
claim to be arming “moderate” rebels. Biden also noted that 
Obama’s Islamic allies were determined to take down Assad 
and have a “proxy war.” 

“They [Obama’s allies] poured hundreds of millions of dollars 
and tens, thousands of tons of weapons into anyone who would 
fight against Assad; except that the people who were being sup- 
plied were Al Nusra and Al Qaeda and the extremist elements of 
jihadis coming from other parts of the world,” Biden continued, 
without pointing to the administration’s well-documented role 
in it all. “All of a sudden everybody’s awakened because this 
outfit called ISIL, which was Al Qaeda in Iraq, which when 
they were essentially thrown out of Iraq, found open space in 
territory in eastern Syria, work with Al Nusra who we declared 
a terrorist group early on, and we could not convince our col- 
leagues to stop supplying them.” 

Other top U.S. officials have echoed those remarks. Chair- 
man of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff Martin Dempsey admitted 
in Senate testimony that he knew of Arab allies in Obama’s 
anti-ISIS coalition that were funding ISIS. The terror group 
claimed responsibility for the attack, in which a handful of 
jihadists killed or injured more than 500 disarmed and help- 
less victims across Paris. Other senior military officials have 
also admitted that the Obama administration backed jihad- 
ists, despite warnings about the inevitable consequences that 
would follow. Some former U.S. generals have even conclud- 
ed that Obama “switched sides” in the terror war. 

In response to the attacks, the Socialist president of France, 
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Francois Hollande, vowed a “mer- 
ciless” response to jihad. Within 
days, French military jets were 
dropping bombs over Syria, sup- 
posedly aiming to strike ISIS tar- 
gets. Yet, in recent years, French 
authorities have been among the 
most vocal supporters of the Is- 
lamic extremists waging war on 
Syria’s secular tyrant, Bashar al- 
Assad, who is called an “apos- 
tate” by Western-backed jihadists 
hoping to oust him. In Libya, the 
French government was also key 
in the “regime change” plot that 
armed known Islamic terrorists — many of whom were openly 
affiliated with al-Qaeda — to overthrow the secular autocracy 
of dictator Moammar Gadhafi. 

Of course, those two conflicts, in which Western globalists 
openly sided with terrorists and jihadists against former “terror 
war” allies, were the primary drivers of the massive influx of 
refugees into Europe. And while skeptical analysts have cast 
doubt on the narrative, according to multiple news reports, at 
least one of the Islamists who struck in Paris, possibly two, en- 
tered Europe as a Syrian “refugee” through Greece. Obama is 
planning to bring thousands to the United States, even though 
USS. officials acknowledge that they cannot be properly vetted 
due to a lack of information from Syrian authorities. 

ISIS, al-Qaeda, and other terrorist groups have even been 
bragging publicly about how they are “infiltrating” the West by 
posing as “refugees.” Fake Syrian passports can easily be pur- 
chased on the black market. Those groups have been explicit in 
promising attacks on the West, too. And multiple analysts have 
argued that French security services, when they are not tracking 
down anti-Islam activists for “hate speech” prosecutions, have 
been tracking the jihadists — while doing practically nothing to 
stop them. At least several of the terrorists in recent attacks were 
well known to authorities, according to media reports. Indeed, 
Turkish authorities said they warned French officials about one 
of the Paris attackers — twice. 

Disarming the law-abiding citizens of France with among the 
world’s most draconian gun-control regimes, leaving the French 
defenseless to cower in front of terrorists with no respect for 
weapons regulations, certainly did not help matters either. 

The horrific terror spree in Paris should not have been a sur- 
prise. Instead, the bloodshed was the predictable fruit of globalist 
machinations in the Middle East and beyond — the very same 
sort of machinations that are now being ramped up in the wake 
of the attack — as well as domestic policies such as gun control 
and open borders. If the people of the United States and France are 
concerned about jihadist terrorism, they should look at the source 
of most of it, and bring those responsible to justice. 
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2016 JBS Calendar 

Plan your activism activities with this new JBS monthly 
SYLP Wristband calendar. It includes available start and end dates for 
Great item to hand out at events and get younger generations TNA Mug state legislatures and valuable coupon codes exclusive 
interested in SYLP! Silicone, made in the USA! (1/$1.25ea; ($11.95) to calendar buyers for ShopJBS.org! Made in the USA! 
2-4/$1.00ea; 5+/$.075ea) WRSTBSYLP MUGTNA (2015, 1/$7.95ea; 2-4/$6.95ea; 5+/$5.00ea) CALJBS16 


TNA Travel Mug 

This travel mug is a great conversation starter 
and a stylish way to drink your coffee. Stainless 
steel interior. (1/$15.95ea; 2-4/$14.95ea; 
5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$10.95ea) MUGTTNA 


SYLP Travel Mug 

Spread the word and show your support for the 
SYLP campaign with this travel mug. Stainless 
steel interior. (1/$15.95ea; 2-4/$14.95ea; 
5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$10.95ea) MUGTSYLP 


TNA 30th Anniversay 


sae iis, clucispdiesiadgchne mii tity sidarecry for THE NEw 
This handy notepad features a magnetic back YEARS OF eee ae 

‘ REVEALING AMERICAN With this eye-catching bum- 
with “Important Numbers” so that even after wees THE TRUTH den ctidler Giese vif oven -awarat 
che PapeTAS gone. you tar show your supuert New events! Made in the USA! (1-9/$1.25ea; 


The wadrencar co 


for SYLP and have a quick-find resource for 
your employees or family members. Made 
in the USA! (1-4/$2.95ea; 5-9/$2.25ea; 


10-24/$1.95ea; 25+/$1.75ea) MAGNPSYLP Historical Art Prints (Set of Five) 

Includes three documents (Declaration of 
Independence, Bill of Rights, and Constitution) 
and two paintings, plus a “free” Call to Arms 

JBS and TNA Royal Twist Nickel Pens print. ($34.95) HISPRINTS 

Help promote the organization and the news magazine 

by purchasing these in bulk and distributing them to 

like-minded Americans. Made in the USA! (1/$1.95ea; 

2-4/$1.25ea; 5+/$1.00ea) JBS: PENJBS14; TNA: PENTNA14 


10-24/$1.00ea; 25+/$.075ea) BSTNA30 


We the People Lapel Pin 

Make your allegiance known by wearing this pin on 
your suit jacket, tie, vest, or hat. Makes for a great inex- 
pensive giveaway during outreach activities. Made in 
the USA! (1/$7.95ea; 2-4/$6.95ea; 5+/$5.95ea) JPINWTP 


JBS Eagle Lapel Pin 

Start a conversation by wearing this pin to aid in your 
recruiting efforts. It's a great product for Chapter Leaders to 
use as a welcome gift to new members. Made in the USA! 
(1/$4.95ea; 2-4/$3.95ea; 5-9/$3.00ea; 10+/$2.50ea) JPINJBSE 


B35 Go to ShopJBS.org 
to order these and 


order Onine Other gift ideas! 151207 


MANAGEMENT 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


